DW TKY 


SSaNON sy 


' PHILOSOF PHY, il aii ash aa proce f 
RELIGION | AND ) * 
5 EDUGATION 


The Strike of the | The New “Equality” ~ 
Israeli Seamen of Jews in South Africa 


by Israel Stolarsky | by G. Yehudah 








SCENES from an IMMIGRANT 
RECEPTION CENTER in ISRAEL 


by Rivka Kwiatkowska-Pinchasik 





Editorials: 


Homes for the Arab Refugees 
The Florida Bombings 





January, 1952 Thirty-Five Cents 











DISASTER 
STRIKES! 


TEL-AVIV 
DEC. 24, 1951 


NATIONAL COMMITTEE 
FOR LABOR ISRAEL 

33 EAST 67th STREET 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 

ALL HISTADRUT MEMBERS 
INSTITUTIONS AND EN- 
TERPRISES HAVE BEEN 
MOBILIZED FOR RESCUE 
WORK IN MAABAROT STOP 
MOATZAT HAPOALOT AS- 
SUMED RESPONSIBILITY 
CARING FOR CHILDREN 
AND MOTHERS STOP LARGE 
CREDITS EXTENDED BY 
HISTADRUT FOR CLOTHING 
SHOES FOOD FOR STORM 
VICTIMS STOP SOLEL 
BONEH MOBILIZED TO 
BUILD BARRACKS KUPAT 
HOLIM RENDERING EMER- 
GENCY HEALTH SERVICES 
STOP NORMAL WORK SUS- 
PENDED TO CONCENTRATE 
ON RESCUE ACTIVITIES 
STOP APPEAL OUR 
FRIENDS AMERICA FOR 
IMMEDIATE ASSISTANCE. 


MORDECAI NAMIR 
GERSHON LEVINSON 





AMERICA 
RESPONDS! 


The Israel Histadrut Campaign, 
within a few days, forwarded 
$250,000 to Histadrut. The emer- 
gency situation is not yet over. 
The normal activities of Histadrut 
must be resumed. All friends of 
Labor Israel are urged to send 
their special contributions to help 
cope with the crisis wrought by 
the elements. Send your check at 
once to: 


NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE 
FOR LABOR ISRAEL 


33 EAST 67th STREET 
NEW YORK 21, N.-Y. 
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Editorial 


Homes For The Arab Refugees 


Ts ARE no exact figures regarding the num- 
ber of Arab refugees. Last June the United 
Nations had 876,000 homeless Arabs on its rolls, 
but according to the statistics of the govern- 
ment of Israel only about 600,000 Arabs had fled 
their homes during the war against the invad- 
ing Arab countries. But this discrepancy need 
not be interpreted as an attempt on the part 
of the appropriate United Nations officials to 
pad the lists of Arab refugees. Many observers 
have noted the Arab tendency to take liberties 
with statistical data and to register all newborn 
infants while omitting to register cases of death. 
But it would require a mentality dead to human 
sentiments to criticize uprooted and homeless 
people living in old tents for trying to increase 
their food rations or to obtain an extra blanket. 

Fundamentally it is not too important which 
set of figures regarding the number of Arab 
refugees is the correct one. The problem is a 
serious one in any case, and the plight of the 
Arab refugees is a sad one. Even if we were to 
assume that the figures of the government of 
Israel are correct, there would still remain the 
ghastly fact that hundreds of thousands of per- 
sons have been exposed to suffering for the past 
three and a half years and see no real hope for 
the resumption of normal life. 

It would be equally pointless, at this time, 
once again to raise the question of the author- 
ship of the suffering of the Arab refugees. From 
the standpoint of the refugees themselves this 
question is now of academic historical signific- 
ance. More than one party is responsible. Great 
Britain is responsible because it had not used 
its influence to restrain the Arab countries from 
their bloody adventure. The United States is 
responsible because it had let the impression 
get about that it would not support the Jewish 
aspirations and on the very eve of the proclama- 
tion of Israel suggested the idea of a trusteeship 
for Palestine without advancing any plan for 
the implementation of this idea. The United 
Nations is responsible because in 1948 it en- 
couraged extremist Arab nationalists with its 
clumsy ineffectiveness. More responsible than 
the aforementioned was the Higher Arab Com- 
mittee under the leadership of the Mufti which 
repeatedly, through special emissaries and in 
radio broadcasts, called upon the Arab popula- 
tion to leave their homes and flee to neighboring 
countries “for a short time, until the united 
Arab armies cast the Jews into the sea.” The 


Comment 


spontaneous flight of 6,000 Arabs from Tiberias 
in one day (the entire Arab population of that 
town), the flight of 60,000 Arabs from Haifa 
in a single day, and of nearly 70,000 from Jaffa 
in four days, were not accidental events. The 
Arabs were commanded to run. They were 
threatened with dire punishment as traitors at the 
hands of the victorious Arab armies if they re- 
mained in their homes. Nor can many of the 
Arab refugees themselves be absolved of all re- 
sponsibility for their present predicament, since 
they chose what they thought would be the 
easier path of safety away from the war theater. 

Are the Jews completely blameless? It would 
be difficult to find absolute innocents in our 
disturbed world. The happenings at Deir Yasin, 
for which responsibility rests on the shoulders 
of Jewish super-patriot terrorists, no doubt gave 
many Arabs the feeling that they would not be 
secure in case of a Jewish victory. It is also 
likely that in the turmoil of war some Jewish 
military detachments failed to carry out instruc- 
tions and did not exert themselves to create 
among the Arabs a mood of confidence in their 
future as' Israeli citizens. It must not be for- 
gotten that every soldier in the army of Israel 
was fully cognizant that the Mufti’s promise 
to drive the Jews into the sea was not an idle 
phrase. 

It would be idle to speculate on Israel’s policy 
had so many Arabs not fled their homes. Israel 
would not have expelled them, that is a certain- 
ty. But it is equally certain that the entire mass 
of uprooted Arabs can no longer be repatriated 
to their former homes. This is economically 
impossible and politically undesirable. Time has 
barred the road back. But the Arab refugees 
must not be left any longer in their present 
state of insecurity and its concommitant social 
degeneration. Nearly seventy million dollars 
have been spent by the United Nations for the 
feeding of the refugees. From the standpoint 
of preparing them for a new and self-supporting 
existence, this has been a waste of international 
(primarily American) funds. 


HE MEMORANDUM presented to the session of 

the United Nations in Paris by a group of 
prominent Americans on the question of the 
Arab refugees is therefore to be welcomed. This 
memorandum naturally sympathizes with the 
hundreds of thousands of homeless Arabs, but 
it eschews all impractical or purely adventurous 
solutions. The homeless Arabs must be given 
a home. Nor must such a home be sought far 
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away. All the Arab refugees can be provided 
with homes in the Arab countries whose gov- 
ernments and armies had contributed so heavily 
toward their present status. 

Economic experts of the United Nations 
maintain that Iraq must increase its agricultural 
population by three and a half million persons 
if the country is to be economically sound. The 
same experts maintain that Syria, too, needs 
about three million more persons for its eco- 
nomic stability. As recently as June, 1951, Syria 
asked Egypt to permit half a million persons 
from the Delta region to settle in Syria. Egypt 
rejected the plan, maintaining that if any part 
of its population should have to be resettled, 
there is the Sudan, where Egypt has interests 


of its own, which has priority. If there is room. 


in Syria for half a million Egyptians, there is 
room for half a million Arab refugees for whose 
plight Syria is so directly responsible. Lebanon 
is the smallest and most densely populated of 
the Arab countries. Yet even in Lebanon the 
area under irrigation can be increased five-fold. 

The American authors of the memorandum 
to the United Nations do not deceive themselves 
into believing that it is a simple matter to re- 
settle the Arab refugees in Syria or in Iraq. They 
are aware of the huge capital investments that 
will be required for this purpose. They there- 
fore recommended that the United Nations 
raise 800 million dollars for this purpose as well 
as for the technological development of the 
countries concerned. Such capital, rationally in- 
vested, would solve the refugee problem and 
also be a blessing to these countries, revolution- 
izing their economies and raising their standards 
of living. 

Eight hundred million dollars is a large sum, 
but in our time, when tens ‘of billions of dollars 
are being spent on armaments, this sum is not 
so imposing, especially when we consider its 
humanitarian value and its influence on the 
peace of the Middle East. It may not be pos- 
sible to compel the Arab countries to make 
peace with Israel, a peace from which they stand 
to win as much as Israel. But it is a reasonable 
assumption, however, that the settlement of the 
Arab refugees and the introduction of capital 
and technical assistance into the Arab countries 
would keep the Arab governments occupied 
with constructive projects and divert their 
thoughts from dreams of revanche. 

The memorandum of the American leading 
personages points out that population transfers 
have been effected in the past. In 1923, 335,000 
Turks were transferred from Greece and 
1,250,000 Greeks from Turkey. During the 
years 1935-40 Turkey also repatriated 172,000 
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Turks from Rumania, Bulgaria and Jugoslavia. 
Population transfers may not be the ideal way 
of solving human problems. In the final analysis 
every person should have the right to remain 
where he is in the land where he was born and 
grew up, or to emigrate from his native land, 


if another country is willing to admit him. In 


the case of the Arab refugees the problem is not 
as simple. Had Israel not been invaded by Arab 
armies which brought about the flight of the 
Arabs, Israel would not haye had the right to 
transfer to Iraq or Syria even a single Arab 
against his will. But a situation not of Israel’s 
making has been created and is now a fact. The 
entire world must take this fact into account. 
Today there is but one reasonable solution to 
the situation—the absorption of the Arab refu- 
gees by the neighboring Arab countries with the 
financial and technical assistance of the United 
Nations. This would be of benefit to Israel, to 
the Arab refugees, to the economic health of 
the underdeveloped Arab countries and to world 
peace. 


The Florida nits 


Acocsoic TO THE REPORTS of government 

officials and civic leaders investigating the 
bombings in Florida no organized connection 
exists between the various outrages. The survey 
just made by the Florida Branch of the Anti- 
Defamation League of B’nai B’rith agrees in sub- 
stance with this conclusion. If we accept this 
finding, then we must believe that the repeated 
bombings of the Negro housing project at Car- 
ver Village, the dynamiting of five synagogues 
and a Roman Catholic church in Miami, and 
the monstrous Christmas night murder of the 
Negro leader, Harry T. Moore, and his wife in 
their home in Mims, a small community 200 
miles north of Miami, are separate acts impelled 
by divergent motives. 

Technically, this may be true. The Carver 
Village explosions were no doubt precipitated 
by white fury at Negro occupancy of what had 
been a white housing project. The dynamiting 
of houses of worship may have been the work 
of “‘thrill-seeking” hoodlums acting as individuals 
rather than as members of an organized conspir- 
acy. Finally, there can be no question that the 
tragic deaths of Moore and his wife were caused 
because of his courageous championship of Negro 
civil liberties, notably his intervention in the 
case of the two Florida Negroes who were shot 
by the sheriff on November 6 while being trans- 
ferred from one jail to another. 

The surveys are agreed that these acts of vio- 
lence flourish in a common climate of racial and 
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religious antagonism. If it is true that there is 
no central clique responsible for the wave of 
terrorism engulfing Florida, then the situation is 
all the more serious. A conspiracy can be ferreted 
out if the law-enforcement bodies put their 
hearts to it but an epidemic which apparently 
infects various sectors of the population and 
can flare up anywhere in the state is harder to 
control. 

It would be interesting to know how dead the 
Ku Klux Klan is in Florida? And what about 
other hate-mongering groups with whose activi- 
ties the authorities are acquainted but which 
are permitted to exist under one fancy pseudo- 
nym or another? The organized poison-ped- 
dlars have not shut up shop, and whether they are 
offering hoods, caps, shirts or just badges they 
are equally dangerous. Whenever “‘thrill-seek- 
ers” find their outlets in the bombing of homes 
and synagogues it is well to look for the sources 
of their inspiration. 

The Florida branch of the Anti-Defamation 
League has suggested a program to combat ter- 
rorism which includes the following points: The 
enactment of local ordinances controlling the 
sale, distribution transportation and use of ex- 
plosives; a survey in local areas to determine 
racial and religious “tension spots”; a project 
to combat basic issues of racial and religious 
hatreds. 

No one will cavil at any of these points, but 
this is essentially a long-range program. One 
of the most salutary ways of dealing with crimes 
is to discover and adequately punish the crimi- 
nals. If local governments prove unable or un- 
willing to cope with the situation it becomes the 
manifest duty of the Federal Government to 
intervene. Nothing could be more calculated 
to undermine the moral prestige of the United 
States than the Florida outrages. One wonders 
how many “Voice of America” broadcasts will 
be required to counteract the publicity which 
these happenings will receive in Asia and in 
Eastern Europe. 

However, the responsibility does not devolve 
solely on the law-enforcement agencies. The 
affected communities also have an obligation to 
stamp out the horror in their midst. One of the 
difficulties encountered has been the lack of co- 
operation on the part of the local citizenry in 
tracking down the malefactors. Whether out of 
fear of reprisals or out of secret sympathy, there 
has been a general reluctance to give relevant 
information to the police. As long as such a 
state of mind exists, the final responsibility for 
the outrages will rest on the communities where 
they occur. The best defense against similar 
outrages is an adequately outraged citizenry. 
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~ IMMIGRANTS 


Scenes From an Immigrant Reception Center in Israel 


by Rivka Kwiatkowska-Pinchasik 


HIS TIME she was determined. She would 

leave her husband. She vigorously pushed 
away the blanket, put on her long winter coat, 
combed her fingers through her dishevelled hair 
and began pulling out her suitcases and trunks 
from under the beds. The other immigrants in 
the hut, families from Bulgaria, Rumania and 
Czechia, watched the “Pole” as she packed her 
things in a large suitcase, but said nothing. 

They were not surprised. They knew her habit 
of leaving her ne’er-do-well husband twice each 
week. They winked at each other meaningfully 
and maintained discreet silence. 

At first, when they had just come to the im- 
migrant camp, they could not understand the 
“Polish” woman who always shouted and cursed 
her husband in bad German. What was she al- 
ways crying about? Now they had become ac- 
customed to her Yiddish dialect and, sifting 
their own German vocabulary, they managed 
to communicate with her in the pidgin Yiddish 
that had become the lingua franca of the im- 
migrant camp. 

Only Itzchak from Rumania could not remain 
indifferent to her carryings on. He sat up on 
his narrow American cot, pondered a moment, 
then emerged from among his blankets. He put 
on a watm sweater, stuck his feet into his muddy 
sandals and, still bleary with sleep after his 
night shift in the camp kitchen, dragged himself 
toward the bed of the “Polish Lady.” For a 
moment he stared at the sheets, blouses and skirts 
that lay scattered on her bed, at the open suit- 

_cases filled with pots and pans, broken glasses, 
plates and saucers, trying to find the right word 
to still her anger. Then he began in hesitation: 

“So you think it’s such a great trick to break 
up a family? To take the bundles and leave 
husband and child to their own devices? That’s 
not at all a nice thing for a Jew to do. Hefe, 
in Israel, we mustn’t act like this. Such be- 
havior may be nice-for goyim.” 

“My dear husband,” the woman retorted bit- 
terly; “he leaves me here in camp to watch his 
bundles. Does he care about wife and child? 


Does he worry about earning a living? About a 
place to live in? The minute he got off the ship 
he went completely crazy, God preserve us. He 
found a home in Palestine. Nothing interests 
him; he’s always traveling around. He has to 
see the country first, he says. Every day he 


comes back with another story. He went to 
Haifa and came back raving—such beautiful 
houses on Mt. Carmel, such big businesses in 
Haifa. I should be happy that other people 
have houses. What good do I get from other 
people’s businesses? Another time he comes 
back full of the wonders of the kibbutzim— 
how many cows they have and how much milk 
they give and how many hens they got and 
what beautiful children there are in the Aj}- 
butzim. But that his own child, his own flesh 
and blood, runs around idle in the immigrant 
camp because there isn’t enough room in the 
school doesn’t bother him a bit. What will be 
the end of all this? My beautiful husband! He 
can be content with the happiness of others. 
Every immigrant gets a free ticket and goes 
to look for work, or a place to live in. Nobody 
else has as much time as he to gad about the 
country for weeks. Only the other day he went 
away and didn’t come back for three days. I 
thought he had found a house somewhere. Noth- 
ing doing. He came back raving about the 


-Sabras—they are wonderful, they won the war, 


they are the true Jews, they liberated us. What 
do you say to such a misfortune? I’d go by my- 
self to look for some ruin, anything with a roof 
over it. But how can I leave? I must stay here 
and guard the bundles.” 

She was worn out by the flow of her words 
and collapsed on the bed. 

“As I see it,” Itzchak remarked slowly, “your 
husband is an enthusiastic Jew. He enjoys Israel. 
Let him enjoy himself another month, another 
week. He’ll see everything and will come back. 
There’s plenty of time for him to be with you.” 

“Yes, to be with me,” she annihilates Itzchak 
with her sarcasm. “Have you ever seen him sit 
in the hut, like any other husband staying with 
his wife? The moment he comes back he runs 
to the huts of the Jews from Turkey and from 
Morocco. You can’t even understand a ‘word 
they say. But he is delighted with them. In- 
stead of all this nonsense, if he were to find some 
ruin, any kind.... Aren’t there enough wrecked 
houses in Jerusalem, or Tel Aviv? All by my- 
self I would fix it up, put up a wall, or maybe 
an attic, and a little garden out front. I’d be 
happy with every blade of grass, with every 
leaf. Then I, too, would know that I am in 
Palestine. I’d fix up a little coop, and one or two 











—“ i, © —S & SS eR AL 


go =| = 


dd 


dewtoporh._dn WI oO A eS oe ot 








[ER 


ful 
in 
ple 
ner 
nes 


wk 
ilk 
nd 
esh 


ant 


the 


He 
rs. 
oes 
dy 
the 
ont 
th- 
the 
‘ar, 
hat 
1y- 
of 
ere 


rds 


yur 
1el. 
her 


> 


ak 

sit 
ith 
ans 
om 
ord 
In- 
me 
ced 
ay- 
ybe 

be 
ery 

in 


‘wo 











JANUARY, 1952 


dozen hens, and he would have an adequate 
income. You say they will take the houses back? 
Nothing doing. Here one doesn’t get evicted. 
That’s not what I came to Palestine for.” 

“First of all,” Itzchak interrupted her, “this 
isn’t Palestine but Israel, and secondly I would 
advise you not to stick your head into the old 
Arab ruins. Putting up a wall, wiring the place 
for electricity and other repairs will cost you 
more than a new place. Lots of decent houses 
are being built for immigrants. Everyone here 
must have patience. What’s the matter? You 
are out in the rain, God forbid? Or you have 
nothing to eat? No one in this hut goes 
hungry.” 

Itzchak emphasized the last remark, a hint 
that as long as he worked in the camp kitchen 
his hut-mates would not be lacking. “Besides,” 
he continued slowly, “where will you go? You 
are a sick person, a sick woman.” 

“Am I a sick woman?” she took him up at 
once and was on the verge of tears. Itzchak’s last 
remark took the wind out of her sails. Her eyes 
became filmed and she muttered: “My bit of 
strength the Germans took away. Little did 
we knock around in their camps? And now new 
troubles, once more standing in line with the 
pot.” 


The Czech woman in the nearest cot grasps 
the meaning of the last remark and sits up shout- 
ing in language that is half German and half 
Czech: 


“How dare you compare the Germans and 
their camps with the immigrant camp in Pales- 
tine? The Germans robbed you, murdered your 
relatives, sent them to the gas chambers, and 
here you lie in bed all day and only get up to 
get your meals. And you still have an argu- 
ment coming! Who was supposed to prepare 
an apartment or a job for your husband?” 

Others join the argument and the hut is filled 
with noise. Over the din rises the voice of a 
woman from Bulgaria: — 


“We left in Bulgaria homes much nicer than 
the one you had in your town. ~The Germans 
took nothing from us during the war. The 
Bulgarians are not Poles. They didn’t help the 
Germans. They didn’t inform on us. They 
didn’t show the Germans where to go to rob. 
The Bulgarians didn’t let the Germans take us 
away. We remained in our homes all through the 
war, and we could have continued staying there. 
All the same we left everything in Bulgaria 
and came here. I am not a Zionist, but when 
there is a Jewish country, a Jewish government, 
we must be here. I am happy that we are here 
... that our children. .. .” 
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Other women interrupted her. All talk and 
shout at the same time. The din gets worse. 

“What are you all picking on me for?” the 
“Polish” woman breaks into tears. “What do 
I want? All I want is a roof over my head; it 
can be a ruin, a wreck... .” 

Only two women who had just arrived from 
Germany do not partake in the argument. Their 
husbands had left early in the morning, one 
to Hederah and the other to Tel Aviv, to con- 
sult relatives whether to wait for the new im- 
migrant housing or to buy a little house of their 
own. The two women stayed behind to watch 
over the baggage. Their children sleep fully 
dressed, unwashed since they came into the hut. 
The two women go through the clothes and 
linen in their suitcases, appraising the value of 
each item. They try on the clothes which Joint 
had given them when they started out on the 
trip, and they mutter to themselves: 

“All on-account of those Zionists. They 
couldn’t stand the DP camps in Germany. It 
hurt them if Jews lived peacefully and made a 
living. They turned the world upside down 
with their propaganda, until the Americans 
stopped providing rations. It was their personal 
business to see to it that the DP camps are 
closed down. As if we had it bad in Germany. 
They wanted a country, nothing less. Now the 
Agency and the immigrant camp will have to 
be our providers.” 


"THE DOOR OPENED and a bearded man wearing 

a long caftan and carrying a briefcase en- 
tered. He glanced around and asked in a base 
voice: 


“Does anyone here belong to Mizrachi?” 


The women stared at each other not com- 
prehending. They had never heard of this party, 
one of them informed the man. 

“Of course they haven’t heard,” the “Polish” 
woman tried to get into the good graces of the 
bearded man who sat down at a table and opened 
his briefcase. “They don’t know a thing about 
Judaism. They only call themselves Jews. Please, 
what are you writing? Maybe a list for housing? 
Could you maybe get a position for my 


husband?” 


The sound o subdued laughter came from 
all sides. 

“Do me a fave: ° the “Polish” woman con- 
tinued, paying ao attention to the others, “put 
my husband’s name down. He is a schochet, 
a very religious man. In Germany he belonged 
to a society called Mizrachi. In Munich he estab- 
lished a Talmud Torah. Others ran to Joint to 
get all sorts of packages, then they did business 





with them ... you know what I mean... they 
besmirched our name before the world. Nowa- 
days there are not many Jews like my husband 
left. What have we got left after the war? Only 
the scum. .. .” ; 

“All right, all right,” the bearded man in- 
terrupted her, fearful of being swamped by the 
deluge of her talk. He wrote down her name, 
gave her a slip of paper and started to leave. 
The woman ran after him. “Please, I beg you, 
what sort of housing will it be? In the city or a 
village? You see for yourself how we live here. 
Twenty families in one hut. Sixteen thousand 
people they brought here to Pardess Hannah, 
and every one of them wants a home. Judge for 
yourself, what can come of this waiting? I have 
been here six months. Have pity and write us 
down for some decent housing, or some job.” 

“We don’t give work,” the bearded man cut 
her short. “For this purpose there are the labor 
exchanges. But we plan to rebuild an Arab 
village and put our sympathizers there. Everyone 
will get a loan, and the rest will have to come 
from his own work. The place should be ready 
“4 Passover, God willing. Goodbye. Keep the 
slip.” 

The “Polish” woman feels reassured and re- 
‘turns to pack her things. She stands bent over 
her suitcases and from time to time she mut- 
ters: “There is a real party for you; the best 
party in Palestine. . . .” 


NE BY ONE the women rise and dress their 
children. Each one sweeps around her cot, 
arranges her things and begins to prepare the 
dishes for the noon meal. Empty cans of pre- 
serves and pieces of bread litter the stone table. 
Rations of cheese and olives lie unopened on the 
tin plates. Nobody wants to touch them and 
they cause much irritation among the immi- 
grants. “Everything we can understand, every- 
thing we can justify,” they say, “but cheese with 
olives! Such an Arabic dish. Why, it looks like 
cheese stuffed with fat, black flies. Positively 
disgusting to look at.” 

The doctor from Bulgaria, the only man now 
left in the hut, tries to calm the women. “We 
must be grateful,” he says. “We pay for nothing 
here. Every day thousands of people come here 
and eat without paying. This costs a fortune. 
We have nothing to complain about. Whole 
loaves of. bread lie in the trash cans.” 

The women do not answer. They respect 
this impressive, grey-headed man who keeps 
aloof from the petty quarrels that constantly 
break out. The doctor keeps to himself. For 
hours he sits immersed in his thoughts. He 
thinks of the world, of Jews, and comes to sad 
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conclusions. Everything appears to be petty and 
trivial. For years he had dreamed of Eretz Israel, 
of living with other Jews, of building the coun- 
try together, each helping the other. Now— 
everyone sweeps only around his own cot and 
the hut as a whole is steeped in filth. Every- 
one sees only himself. So what is there in com- 
mon? What is to hold them together, now that 
there is no longer the fear of the goy? At first 
he used to talk in the evenings and get excited 
about Zionism. But after a few such meetings 
which nearly ended in fist. fights, he felt the 
ground slipping from under his feet. All these 
strange and weird parties of which he had never 
heard appeared to him like a thick forest. How 
could things have reached such a pass of hatred 
and. indifference among Jews? Even the chil- 
dren . . . they, too, are drawn into the factional 
squabbles. How did it come about? When did 
it start? His own Mitya, in the past always in- 
volved in his games and travel books and Indian 
wars, this quiet, gentle, Mitya yesterday re- 
turned from school and announced with finality: 

“Father, I don’t want to remain in the immi- 
grant camp. I am going to a kibbutz of Mapam. 
All the other kibbutzim are imperialist and 
fascist.” 

Of course Mitya has to go to a kibbutz to 
grow up together with other children, to learn 
Hebrew, the doctor thinks. That’s why I visited 
a number of kibbutzim to look into the matter. 
I haven’t decided yet which one to send him to. 
I might have decided to send him to a Mapam 
kibbutz. But who has managed in the meantime 
to “educate” eleven-year-old Mitya to the fact 
that it is necessary to sneer at everything that 
others have built with their labor? 


The doctor rises and, taking the wornout 
broom, begins to sweep the hut. He never tells 
others what to do. If he does not like something, 
he corrects it himself. The residents of the hut 
had argued for days about the habit of throw- 
ing trash right outside the door. Quite a pile of it 
had accumulated, and others won’t come to 
clear it away. But nothing was done about it, 
despite the talk. Each waited for the other to do 
it. Without saying a word the doctor from Bul- 
garia found somewhere a bucket and a shovel 
and began clearing away the accumulated trash. 
Shamed, some men and women helped him clear 
the area before the hut. 


Now he sweeps the hut and smiles. His 
thoughts hark back to Mitya. Overnight he had 
matured and become a man. What would be- 
come of him when he grew up, this statesman in 
short pants? For the moment he is determined 
to leave the camp and go toa kibbutz. 
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The women take their pots and go to join the 
queue before the kitchen. It’s better to come 
early and take one’s place in line than to come 
later and be crowded by thousands of others. 


AA suppENn vownpour of rain floods the paths 

and penetrates the loosely hanging doors 
and windows of the huts. Before the low camp 
headquarters building a group of new arrivals 
huddle waiting to be put on the camp lists for 
a place to sleep and ration cards. In a neighboring 
structure sheets, blankets and straw matresses 
are being distributed amid much shouting and 
yelling. A woman holding a baby weeps loudly 
as she cries: “What for did I come here? I al- 


-ready had papers to go to Africa. What did I 


do to my little chick? In Africa I could have 
had an apartment, everything. .. .” 

The driver who helped unload the baggage 
from the truck, a big, broad-shouldered man, 
answers her contemptuously: 

“To Africa? Eh? Why, they come here from 
Africa, in droves. Wait till you see them. Mean- 
time you'd better get into the truck cab with 
the child. Why are you so scared of a little rain? 
If only it would rain like this for a couple of 
months. .. .” 

A woman from Jugoslavia comes slushing 
through the mud looking for Block D. It has 
been some days since she heard that a friend 
whom she had not seen for ten years had ar- 
rived in camp from Venice, and she had had 
no time to look her up. Now that she found 
the time it suddenly began raining and she was 
soaked to the skin. But she does not want to 
go back and she can’t find her way in the maze 
of tents and huts. Nearly all the people she 
sees are also new in the huge camp and don’t 
know their way around to direct her. In despair 
she stops near a group of children and her voice 
is tired and breaking with tears as she asks them 
where Block D is. A little boy laughs as he 
tells her: “You just passed it. Don’t you see the 
letter Daled there, on the wall?” 

She is confused. “It that a letter? I thought 
it was nothing, just a couple of lines.” 

It is still early but a long line of men, women 
and children has already formed before the camp 
kitchen. Here Jews from the four corners of 
the earth meet, from Poland, Germany, Tunis, 
Turkey. Small, slim figures stand alongside tall, 
broad-shouldered ones who look as if they have 
been carved out of rock. Westernized Jews from 
Paris stand alongside Jews with long beards and 
peoth. They look at each other with mixed feel- 


ings, each trying to discern the reasons that’ 


brought the other to this place. Out of the wel- 
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ter of languages and tongues, the strains of La- 
dino are heard, bringing to mind thoughts of the 
Inquisition and exile to far off lands. Yet all of 
them, from all points of the compass, have now 
gathered before the camp kitchen, as if it was 
only natural for them to be there, as if it could 
not be otherwise. 

Soldiers in uniform go about among the im- 
migrants, trying to introduce some sort of 
order. Their faces are childishly serious, and 
everyone looks at them with admiration and 
obeys their orders respectfully. Soldiers—they 
won the the war. 

Only the Moroccan Jews do not want to 
stand in line together with the others. They 
don’t get the point and don’t see the justice of 
the arrangement. Again and again it is explained 
to them that there must be order, and the one 
who comes last must take his place at the end 
of the line. But they do not listen. No sooner 
are they chased away from the front of the 
line near the dispensing windows than they re- 
turn with their families and begin to drum im- 
patiently on their pots and kettles. They don’t 
seem to understand what the “Ashkenazim” 
want from them and why they are not permitted 
to get their food without awaiting their turn. 

A former merchant from Sochatchov, vir- 
tually the only survivor of the Jewish commu- 
nity of his town, looks at the Moroccans ap- 
provingly. “What do you say of our black 
brothers?” he says. ‘““We are nothing compared 
to them. I never imagined they existed. Jews— 
there is a people for you,” he addresses the man 
next to him in line, a beefy person in a green 
jacket he had received from Joint. 

“Just look at those two yellow ones,” the lat- 
ter says. “What? Have we also conquered China 
already? How are we ever going to get some- 
thing done here, with all of them around? How 
will a country ever rise up here?” 

“How will a country ever rise up here?” the 
ex-merchant from Sochatchov says triumphant- 
ly. “Why, it has already risen up, but it is 
still like a year-old child. We are only just learn- 
ing to take our first steps. It’s necessary to sus- 
tain it.” 








Best Wishes for a 
Festive Chanukah! 


CLOAK, SKIRT & DRESS 
PRESSERS' UNION 
Local No. 35 


M. Cooperman, Chairman 
J. Breslaw, Manager 


60 WEST 35th STREET NEW YORK I, N. Y. 
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The Unification of Germany 


by H. Berger 


HE QUESTION of the unification of Germany 
is now one of the central issues of European 
and world politics. The latest proposal of Otto 
Grotewohl, chief of the government of East Ger- 
many, for the unification of the country, has 
compelled the West German Republic to deal 
seriously with the matter. Grotewohl’s latest pro- 
posal, unlike his preceding offers, was not made 
with the intention and the foreknowledge that it 
would be rejected. In his earlier proposal Grote- 
wohl suggested the establishment of a united 
parliament for all of Germany on the basis of 
parity, allowing equal representation for East 
Germany with its population of 18 million and 
West Germany with a population of 48 million. 
Since the East German parliament is: composed 
entirely of members of the Communist Socialist 
Union Party and smaller political parties that 
are under communist control and since there 
also exists a legal Communist Party in West 
Germany that has some representatives in the 
parliament of that country, Grotewohl’s former 
proposal amounted to a suggestion that a united 
parliament be formed in which the‘Communists 
would have an-assured permanent majority. It 
was clear that no political factor in West Ger- 
many could agree to such a proposal that would 
mean the virtual annexation of West Germany 
to the eastern part of the country and the estab- 
lishment of a communist regime throughout the 
land despite the numerical insignificance of the 
Communists among the 48 million West Ger- 
mans. But Grotewohl’s latest proposal is entirely 
different. In it he no longer speaks of parity, 
but suggests general, free and secret elections. 
In response to this proposal, Adenauer offered 
14 conditions that would assure the freedom 
and secrecy of the elections. 


The proposal of East Germany for the unifica- 
tion of the country is extraordinary in many 
ways. There is no doubt that all Germans, Nazis 
and Conservatives, Catholics, Protestants, Demo- 
crats, Socialists and Communists wish the uni- 
fication of their country even though their hopes 
for the future physiognomy of the united Ger- 
many do not always correspond. It is therefore 
not surprising that even political groups now in 
power in various German provinces support the 
principle of unification though the implementa- 
tion of this principle might remove them from 
authority. But it is not so easy to understand 
the present attitude of the Socialist Unity Party 


of East Germany. This party does not hold to 
the accepted western ideas of democracy which 
maintain that it is necessary to win the confid- 
ence of a majority before assuming power, and 
that whenever the people relegates a party to 
the status of opposition it is necessary to try to 
regain the people’s confidence before returning 
to power. The Socialist Unity Party of East 
Germany follows the political principles of the 
Soviet Union and the Peoples’ Democracies 
which do not tolerate the existence of any op- 
position parties. It considers the retention of 
power on the part of a revolutionary party as 
a basic rule. Its consent to relinquish power as 
a result of the unification of Germany thus 
seems to run counter to all communist theory. 
In practice the party would suffer gravely from 
free and secret elections. The East German 
government of Piek, Grotewohl and Ulbricht is 
not likely to win a majority even in East Ger- 
many in the event secret elections are held. The 
Communist Party in East Germany came into 
power by means of duress and perpetuates its 
authority by means of severe repressions. Under 
conditions of a democratic regime and freedom of 
speech and organization, it is sure to shrink and 
break up to such an extent that recuperation 
would take many years. Grotewohl’s proposal 
for the unification of Germany thus spells sui- 
cide for his party if the reunited country is to 
be truly democratic (and without adequate 
guarantees for its democratic nature there is no 
chance that the proposal will be accepted). 
What, then, drove the Piek, Grotewohl and UI- 


bricht regime to make this proposal? 


T THE PRESENT JUNCTURE in world affairs, 
the Soviet Union considers the unification 

of Germany as a step toward preventing the 
integration of West Germany with its industrial 
and military potential into the North Atlantic 
Organization. Aware of the importance of West 
German participation in the plans for a North 
Atlantic military force, the Soviet Union is 
willing to renounce its influence and direct con- 
trol in East Germany in exchange for a united 
Germany committed to refrain from joining the 
western bloc. The Communist Party of East 
Germany (the Socialist Unity Party) is there- 
fore willing to renounce its rule over a quarter 
of the area of a united Germany, to give up 
the projects it has undertaken and which it be- 
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lieves to constitute an implementation of so- 
cialism and to postpone indefinitely its dream 
of dominating all of Germany, in order to meet 
the needs of Soviet foreign policy. 

In this instance we are faced with a repetition 
—on a large scale and on a higher plane—of 
what happened some time ago in Greece, when a 
revolutionary communist movement was forced 
to suspend its military activities because these 
conflicted with the plans of the Soviet Union 
in the division of spheres of influence between 
itself and the West. But though there is a close 
resemblance between Soviet policy regarding 
Germany today and in Greece some years ago, 
the two situations also differ sharply. In Greece 
the communist movement was involved in a 
sanguine struggle whose outcome was not at all 
certain, whereas in East Germany they have 
state power in their hands. Furthermore, most 
of the Greek Communists and their supporters 
did not know who suspended their struggle and 
brought about their defeat, and it is therefore 
not too difficult to “explain” to them the events 
of recent years from an appropriate angle. But 
in Germany the surrender is being proposed 
in broad daylight and thus only serves to under- 
score the ideological and political ‘“independ- 
ence” of the Communist Party and government 
of East Germany, as well as that of any govern- 
ment that is subservient to Moscow. 


THis 1s Nor the first time that German Commu- 

nists subordinate their policies to the interests 
of the Soviet Union. More than anyone else they 
had a stake in the perpetuation of democratic 
liberties during the days of the Weimar Republic, 
when it was evident that the only alternative to 
the democratic regime would be a Nazi govern- 
ment that would direct its entire offensive force 
against the communist movement. But the 
Soviet Union was then interested in fostering 
revisionist trends in Germany because it still 
clung to the notion of a Russo-German entente 
against the powerful and victorious capitalist 
countries of the West. The German Communist 
Party therefore embarked on various acts of 
cooperation with the Nazis against the Weimar 
regime during crucial moments. The Commu- 
nists, more than anyone else, should have been 
interested in the overthrow of the Hitler regime 
and the prevention of the extension of Nazi rule 
to other countries where Communists enjoyed 
freedom of existence and action. But after the 
Soviet-Nazi pact went into effect, there is not 
on record a single act of communist opposition 
to the Nazi regime and its war machine. In- 
deed, Ribbenthrop boasted to Mussolini in March, 
1940, that he was completely satisfied with the 
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attitude of the Soviet Union and that “since the 
pact was signed the Soviets abandoned all at- 
tempts to interfere in our internal affairs.” In- 
stead, the German Communists then extended 
their aid to communist efforts abroad against the 
war activities of the West and opposed all at- 
tempts of German political refugees to join the 
war against Hitler. Walter Ulbricht, now leader 
of the Socialist Unity Party and Vice Premier 
of East Germany, was then in Moscow as one 
of the secretaries of the Communist Internation- 
al. In an article which he published in Die Welt, 
official organ of the Comintern appearing in 
Stockholm (February 9, 1940) he sharply at- 
tacked the views of the socialist Rudolph Hilfer- 
ding that it was the duty of all socialists to fight 
Hitler and to join the war efforts of the western 
democracies. Ulbricht then said: “The govern- 
ment of Germany (the Hitler government— 
H. B.) proclaimed its desire to maintain friendly 
relations with the Soviet Union, while the Eng- 
lish and French warmongers want to atack it. 
The Soviet people and the workers of Germany 
are interested in undoing the British plans. All 
they want is an early conclusion to the war 
(i.e. the continued existence of the Hitler re- 
gime in Germany and in the conquered terri- 
tories—H. B.).” 


Ulbricht and his colleagues did not adopt this 
attitude out of pure pacifism, for when Hitler 
invaded Denmark and Norway some weeks later 
the Communists justified this step. On April 
11, 1940, Izvestia wrote: “There is no doubt 
that Germany was compelled to act in Denmark 
and Norway because of the steps formerly taken 
by Britain and France. These two countries 
wanted to undermine Germany’s military posi- 
tions and to strengthen their own. The argu- 
ment has been advanced that Germany had in- 
fringed upon the rules of international law and 
had treated its non-aggression treaty with Den- 
mark as a scrap of paper. But there are no 
grounds for bewailing the legality or illegality 
of Germany’s action in the Scandinavian coun- 
tries at a time when the sovereignty of the 
Scandinavian countries had been infringed upon 
by Britain and France. The war has its own 
logic and this logic is stronger than any other.” 


But in the present instance the German Com- 
munists are exceeding their past subordination 
to the Soviet Union, for now they are renounc- 
ing their sovereignty in East Germany and their 
chances to become a decisive factor in the entire 
country. The Soviet Union considers the pre- 
vention of West Germany’s integration into the 
North Atlantic Organization so important that 
it is willing to renounce its rule in East Germany 
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for this purpose. For it is clear that though a 
united Germany will abstain from joining the 
North Atlantic Organization, it will spiritually 
incline toward the West. Furthermore, a re- 
united Germany will strengthen the irredentist 
tendencies that are primarily directed toward 
the East, whereas at present East Germany serves 
as a buffer against such ambitions in West Ger- 
many and represses them among its own 
population. 


GROTEWOHL’s PRoposaL closes an era that be- 

gan with the occupation of Germany. At 
first all power was in the hands of the four armies 
of occupation which acted in concert. Later 
some limited authority was transferred to the 
local administrations of the Laender. Then there 
began to emerge a central government, with the 
approval of the Soviet forces of occupation, that 
claimed authority over the entire country, 
though it could enforce its will only in the So- 
viet zone of occupation. This was the period 
when Moscow frequently proclaimed that ‘“‘Hit- 
lers come and go, but Germany remains for- 
ever.” At this time the Soviet authorities also 
began to deny the rights of the other three oc- 
cupying powers to influence developments in 
its zone while insisting on its own right to exert 
influence on developments in the other three 
zones. For a time a very strange state of affairs 
prevailed. Within the Soviet zone a government 
claiming to be the Central German Government 
and operating under Soviet guidance demanded 
the unification of Germany and the restoration 
of its sovereignty. The western powers were 
meantime described to the Germans as dedicated 
to the partition of their country and the denial 
of sovereignty. 


After a period of hesitation the western powers 
followed in the footsteps of the Soviet Union. 
A central German government was established 
also in the western parts of the country. The 
Soviet command was denied all authority there. 
West Germany was rapidly accorded sovereignty 
and the process of its integration into the west- 
ern bloc commenced after East Germany had 
already become an indivisible part of the 
eastern bloc. Now that the Soviet Union has 
begun to realize how much strength West Ger- 
many will add to the western bloc, it is suggest- 
ing the unification of the country and the re- 
moval of all traces of supervision. 


Considered independently of other factors, 
Grotewohl’s proposal means that the industry of 
western Germany will not be subject to the re- 
strictions of being a part of the industrial or- 
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ganization of western Europe. The same would 
be true of the economy of East Germany—it 
would no longer be a part of the Soviet economic 
setup. German military power now being built 
up in both parts of the country would become 
independent and there would no longer remain 
any occupying armies as a “defense force.” This 
would not preclude the eventual entry of a 
united Germany into the western bloc, since 
such a decision would be in the hands of a com- 
pletely sovereign Germany with a population 
overwhelmingly preferring the West. But in 
such an eventuality Germany would join as a 
sovereign power, the largest country in Europe 
outside the Soviet bloc. Germany would then 
be in a position to dictate terms, instead of hay- 
ing terms dictated to it. 


The unification of Germany, even if accom- 
panied by a commitment not to join the North 
Atlantic Organization at present, would not pro- 
vide any guarantee for that aim which the So- 
viet Union is seeking. The implementation of 
the East German proposal for the unification 
of the country would, at best, only retard the 
organization of Eisenhower’s forces in Europe. 
On the other hand it would return Germany to 
the family of nations as an equal respected for 
its numerical, economic, military and geopoli- 
tical importance, and as a claimant for the leader- 
ship of western Europe. Verily, defeats come 
and defeats go, but Germany. remains forever. 


The Soviet Union considers the arming of the 
North Atlantic Organization as a threat so 
serious that in order to retard it it is willing to 
surrender its domination of East Germany and 
to restore to Germany its unity, sovereignty 
and position in Europe which it had lost after 
being defeated in two world wars of its own 
making. The present scope and tempo of the 
organization of the North Atlantic forces are 
a direct result of the war in Korea which demon- 
strated the military weakness of the West. Com- 
munist aggression in Korea and western weak- 
ness persuaded public opinion and the parlia- 
ments of the West to consent to such rapid, 
large-scale rearmament. Soviet foreign policy 
had not foreseen this development. Till the last 
moment the Soviet Union refused to believe that 
the western powers would overcome the ob- 
stacles in the way of rapid rearmament during 
peacetime, just as it had refused to believe that 
Hitler would attack it despite the non-aggres- 
sion pact of August 23, 1939. The Soviet Union 
erred in its appraisal of the situation and the po- 
tentialities of the West. Now it is resorting to 
a desperate step to retard a process initiated by 
Communist aggression in Korea. 
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The Strike of the Israeli Seamen 


by Israel Stolarsky 


T= STRIKE of the Israeli seamen, which began 
on November 13, 1951, and ended on De- 
cember 26, deeply agitated public opinion in 
Israel and occupied the attention of the Israel 
government and the Histadrut. This strike was 
not widely known or understood in this country 
until the crews of the Israeli ships Jaffa and Haifa 
struck in the ports of New York and Baltimore 
respectively. 

Before considering the issues involved in this 
strike, which was politically inspired by elements 
seeking to cause a rift in the Histadrut, it is 
necessary to relate some essential facts regarding 
the Israeli merchant marine. 

Upon the establishment of Israel the country 
had virtually no merchant fleet. Today, the 
major shipping company (Shoham) alone owns 
22 vessels of which four are passenger ships and 
employs 620 Israeli and 120 foreign seamen. The 
Dizengoff Company owns two vessels and em- 
ploys 70 seamen. Another 150 Israeli seamen are 
employed in the coastal fleet and by the Haifa 
Port Authority. Unmarried seamen receive LI 42 
a month in addition to maintenance and work 
clothes: Married seamen get LI 53; those with 
on child, LI 64, and those with two children, 
LI 75. Each seamen gets 30 per cent of his wages 
in foreign currency. Working hours are be- 
tween 45 and 52 a week. Overtime accounts for 
an average additional income of LI 20 a month. 
These working conditions compare favorably 
with those of any other merchant navy in the 
world, except the American. Every sailor gets 
ten daily holidays annually, and a half day for 
every Sabbath and holiday during which he is 
at sea. Annual vacations are between 14 and 19 
days. Insurance is covered by the shipping 
companies and a sum equivalent to five percent 
of the salary is set aside for a pension fund. 

The present trouble started when a conference 
of seamen’s delegates was called to work out the 
constitution for a proposed country-wide sea- 
men’s union. This conference also elected a new 
secretariat, although it had not been called for 
the purpose of elections. The new secretariat 
consisted of two members of Mapam, one Com- 
munist, one member of Mapai and one of Herut. 
(It is interesting to note that members of Herut, 
a political party that is on the extreme right, 
worked hand-in-hand with the left wing out of 
hatred for the Histadrut.) In the course of the 
negotiations with the Histadrut for recognition 


of the elections, which had not been held accord- 
ing to regulations (an open instead of a secret 
ballot), this secretariat resigned and a new one 
was chosen having the same general political 
complexion, except that there were two Com- 
munists in it, instead of the previous one. The 
new secretariat appointed as its public relations 
representatives two men, Preminger and Tsabari, 
former Communists and now members of Ma- 
pam. These two in fact provided the political 
leadership of the strike. 

The new proposed constitution which was sub- 
mitted for ratification to the General Secretary 
of the Histadrut contained such controversial 
clauses as: 

1) The right to strike in foreign ports upon 
the vote of a two-thirds majority of the crew 
of the individual vessel, without recourse to the 
executive body of the Seamen’s Union at home; 

2) An independent labor exchange under the 
immediate jurisdiction of the Seamen’s Union; 

3) The employment of foreign seamen 
through the medium of those Maritime Trade 
Unions which were recognized by the Israeli Sea- 
men’s Union; 

4) Confirmation in office for one year of the 
temporary executive elected at the above-men- 
tioned conference. 


THE RIGHT TO STRIKE in foreign ports (a right 

not conceded by American or any other 
unions) which the new secretariat of the Israeli 
Seamen’s Union demanded of the Histadrut 
would be particularly dangerous in the case of 
Israel, considering that the country is surrounded 
on all sides by enemy countries that refuse to 
make peace with it. Israel’s only outlet to the 
outside world is by sea. The very existence of 
the country depends on keeping this channel 
of communication open for cargo as well as 
passengers. Were the Histadrut to have granted 
this demand, Israel would have been placed at 
the mercy of a small group of men. 

If granted, the seamen’s demand for an in- 
dependent labor exchange would have under- 
mined the structure of the Histadrut and the 
prevailing basic principle in distributing em- 
ployment. At present Israel has general labor 
exchanges in which the Histadrut, the smaller 
labor organizations and the government partici- 
pate. The maintenance of these exchanges is 
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financed by the Histadrut and the government 
on a fifty-fifty basis. It also needs to be stressed 
that the majority of the workers in Israel do not 
belong to political parties. Were a union like 
that of the seamen to be allowed to operate 
their own labor exchange, there would be an 
ever-present danger that a political clique, or 
political interests, might prevail in the choice 
of seamen. This danger would be particularly 
keen in the matter of hiring workers in foreign 
ports, since the maritime unions in the Mediter- 
ranean countries are almost exclusively un- 
der communist control. The Histadrut was 
ready to compromise by acceding to the demand 
for a nationwide union (formerly the Seamen’s 
Union, being largely limited to Haifa, operated 
under the jurisdiction of the Haifa Labor Coun- 
cil) and recognizing the legality of the new 
secretariat. 


After negotiations between the Seamen’s 
Union and the Histadrut had reached this im- 
passe, the union resorted to an original tactic— 
its members “resigned” from their jobs. In this 
manner it was hoped to paralyze sea transport 
and to force the acceptance of the union’s terms. 
But this tactic failed to achieve its purpose. The 
seamen’s leaders underestimated the strength of 
the Histadrut and ‘the national responsibility of 
the majority of Israel’s workers. The Histadrut 
issued a call for volunteers and at first hundreds, 
and later thousands, of persons who had in the 
past worked on the sea in cgnnection with the 
illegal immigration responded to the call. At 
this point the strike was “adopted” by Mapam 
and the Communists who, following their tra- 
ditional tactics, organized mass demonstrations, 
meetings and collections for the strikers. The 
Mapam and Communist propaganda machine 
worked smoothly, especially abroad, where they 
tried to persuade public opinion that the strike 
was carried on for economic reasons. 


That the strike was exclusively political in 
nature and that it was guided by practiced politi- 
cal hands was amply demonstrated by the tactics 
adopted by the strikers of the Jaffa and Haifa 
in American ports. Knowing that public opinion 
in America is averse to political sabotage strikes, 
and that both the CIO and the AFL are strongly 
sympathetic toward the Histadrut, the strikers 
tried to minimize their political demands. They 
refrained from appealing for support to the 
Jewish labor movement in America, and instead 
directed their call for sympathy to Rabbi Abba 
Hillel Silver and Senator Lehman. 

It is significant, and cheering, to note that the 
non-Jewish workers of both CIO and AFL 


unions were not misled and drew the right con- 
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clusions regarding the nature of this strike. They 
did not falter in their sympathy for the 
Histadrut. 

The Histadrut has met the threat and has de- 
feated it. The strike has been called off by a 
vote of 400 to 3, and all the seamen are back at 
work (their reemployment was promised to 
them several weeks ago by Ben Gurion). All 
questions in dispute will be submitted to the 
Histadrut Council, and the seamen have under- 
taken to abide by its decisions. The Mapam- 
inspired abortive political strike—so vividly 
reminiscent of communist trade union policy in 


countries like France and Italy—has resulted, 


in a clear demonstration of Histadrut authority 
and power, and, it is hoped, will act as a deterrent 
to similar attempts in the future. 
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New “Equality” 
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in South Africa 


by G. Yehudah | 


Prom SOUTH AFRICA it is reported that the 
Nationalist Party in Transvaal has removed 
its ban on Jews and will henceforth welcome 


them into its ranks. The Jewish press in the 


South African exile (pardon, dispersion) has re- 
sponded to this gesture with unqualified ap- 
proval. Indeed, why shouldn’t Jews cheer? 
Isn’t it glad news that their former fears of the 
anti-Semitic tendencies of the Nationalist Party 
have proven unfounded? Isn’t it a cause for ju- 
bilation that they have been officially recognized 
as equals of the other white citizens of the 
Union? 

Nevertheless there are grounds for question- 
ing the justification of this glee, for the “hu- 
manitarian” decision of the Nationalist Party 
in Transvaal implies that from now on the Jews 
of that region will be free to join a party that 
is dedicated to a policy of discrimination against 
all non-whites. As a matter of fact, the Jews 
of Transvaal should have been glad that they 
had so far escaped being caught between the 
hammer and the anvil of White-Negro relations. 
But unfortunately there are some Jews who love 
their masters and are misguided by their own 
fears. They welcome the lesser evil and their 
consciences remain untroubled by the company 
they have to keep in order to win a measure of 
“equality.” 


NE SOUTH AFRICAN newspaper recently pub- 
lished a letter from a Nationalist informing 

the public that he would no longer visit the Zoo 
because, 1) he could not bear to see the suffering 
of the caged animals, and, 2) because Negroes 
were also permitted’ to visit the Zoo. South 
Africa is in fact a country overflowing with 
hatreds of various degrees. The South African 
nationalist hates the native Negroes above all. 
Next in degree of intensity is his hatred for 
the Indians who have been invited by the white 
colonists to work in industrial enterprises but 
have rapidly become competitors of the whites 
in trade. Then comes the hatred for the mulat- 
tos. These should have served as a bridge be- 
tween the two races, especially since most of 
them speak the language of the masters of the 
country (Afrikaan). But they were recently 
disenfranchised. Next in the line of hatred 
come the English because of their culture, which 
is different from that of the white majority, 
and their liberal tendencies. Somewhere along 


this ladder of hatreds a special rung is reserved 
for Jews. 

But the main hatred is reserved, for the Ne- 
groes who for many years have been restricted 
to special reservations in the countryside and 
ghettos in the cities as well as being discriminated 
against economically, socially and culturally. 
Not content with the heritage of discrimina- 
tion of the past, the Nationalist Party instituted 
a planned policy of Apartheid (separation) 
which is as irrational in its application as the 
racialism on which it is founded. In theory the 
Nationalists wish to keep the Negroes completely 
apart from the white population. In practice 
they cannot operate the mines and factories 
without the Negroes. Annually, agents of the 
mining companies go into the interior districts 
to mobilize hundreds of thousands of Negroes 
to replace the miners no longer capable of work- 
ing after 2-3 years. The country needs skilled 
workers for the development of its industry, yet 
Negroes are forbidden to practice skilled trades. 
The whites complain about the ignorance of the 
Negroes, yet deprive them of opportunities to 
study. 

The consequences of such an irrational policy 
are bound to be detrimental to the whites. This 
policy provides a sense of solidarity to the nu- 
merous Negro tribes, who are now joined in a 
common feeling by the Indians and the mulattos 
who are being forced back into conditions that 
prevailed a century ago before they enjoyed 
any civil rights. In the past certain rights were 
granted to some of the national minorities in an 
effort to cause a rift between them and their 
less fortunate countrymen. Today they are all 
being forced into the framework of a single 
class of dispossessed. 

The Malan government of South Africa dis- 
regards also the discontent of liberal and labor 
circles with the policy of Apartheid. Never 
noted for consistency in their own colonial poli- 
cies, liberal and labor elements point out that 
the Malan government is endangering the British 
Commonwealth of Nations which now: includes 
75 million whites against 500 million colored 
people. Spokesmen of India, Ceylon and other 
areas already ask of what value it is to belong 
to a Commonwealth in which colored peoples 
are mistreated. 

But the Nationalist Apartheid policies are pri- 
marily dangerous to the white population of 
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South Africa itself. It is a policy based on fear, 
and fear leads to a‘recurring cycle of acts of 
violence and vengeance. The Negroes are sub- 
jected to injustices every day. Their acts of 
violent retaliation are punished severely whereas 
similar acts by whites are passed unnoticed. It is 
therefore reasonable to expect that when the 
day comes and the Negroes seek to solve their 
social and political problems, they will not use 
silk gloves in the process. The socialist and 
liberal press throughout the world has been 
warning against this danger, but those who en- 
joy special privileges are deaf to reason. 


‘THE priviLecE which the Nationalist Party has 

now granted the Jews of South Africa to 
become partners in the oppression of the colored 
peoples is therefore not an occasion for celebra- 
tion. We may “note with satisfaction” that 
Malan has now concluded that anti-Semitism is 
unnecessary, though we can only speculate on 
what brought about this change of mind. Is it 
that the Malan government now takes a differ- 
ent view of the war against Nazi Germany? 
(The Nationalist Party was notoriously neutral 
during the war.) Or is it a token of its admira- 
tion for the Jewish struggle against Britain 
prior to the rise of Israel? Or perhaps the Na- 
tionalists have a more practical consideration in 
mind, namely, the desire to assure themselves 
a more stable majority in the next elections? 

We are not in a position to advise the govern- 
ment of South Africa about its general policies. 
But it is our right and moral duty to speak our 
minds to the Jews of South Africa, one of the 
few Jewish communities in the world to have 
come out of the war unharmed. To them we 
want to say that the history of the white popu- 
lation in South Africa is brief whereas Jewish 
history is old and laden with sorrow. More than 
once we have learned on our own skins that a 
policy of discrimination is indivisible. Sometimes 
the Jews are the first to suffer, and other peo- 
ples are victimized later. On other occasions 
discrimination begins with the oppressed of other 
nations and ends with violence against Jews. All 
Jewish attempts to come to an understanding 
with dominant nationalist parties in the hope 
of winning security in the latter’s prosperity 
have proved failures. Even generous contribu- 
tions by some Jews lacking in self-respect to the 
coffers of reactionary anti-Semitic parties 
have failed to avert from the donors themselves 
the disaster which descended on the Jewish 
people. 

Were Jews to join the South African Nation- 
alist Party, they would bring upon themselves 
the wrath of the Negroes who outnumber the 
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whites five to one. As it is, South African Ne- 
groes bear no great love for the Jews because 
they never meet them as workers but only as 
middlemen to whom they hand over their piti- 
ful earnings. They see Jews living in beautiful 
houses and that their attitude toward the Ne- 
groes is in no wise different from that of the 
other whites. And it is an historical fact that 
an oppressed group directs its greatest anger 
against other victimized groups who join the 
oppressors. 

Jewish history leaves little room for doubt 
on this score. Should trouble break out in 
South Africa, the Jews will be its first sufferers. 
The rioting in Durban one year ago is particu- 
larly instructive; the Negroes wrecked the stores 
of Indians and caused casualties among them, 
whereas not a single white person was hurt. But 
in the meantime the Indian minority has also 
been relegated to the ranks of the oppressed in 
South Africa and a bond of solidarity between 
them and the Negroes will no doubt arise. Were 
the Jews to become partners to discrimination 
by joining the Nationalist Party, would not the 
danger of their position be enhanced? Have we 
not learned from the tragic experiences of the 
past (1648-9 in the Ukraine) when Jews, volun- 


tarily or under compulsion, became partners . 


with the rulers against another nation? 

The scores of thousands of Jews in South 
Africa who have not lost their self-respect and 
human dignity should firmly say to the Na- 
tionalist Party: Thanks for this new equality, 
but we want none of it. We will not become 
a party to a policy of racial discrimination, nor 
do we want to be ground between the millstones 
of the racial and social conflicts. 

Will they say so without delay? The mills of 
the Gods keep grinding, but not slowly. 
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The Background of Politics in Israel 


by Misha Louvish 


(Cfompannons between political affairs in Israel 
and those in other countries are liable to 
be misleading. Israel’s political structure has 
grown up under unique circumstances; it is 
doubtful if there is any other instance of a 
complete party system growing up under con- 
ditions in which democracy, in the accepted 
sense of the word, did not exist. During the 
fifty odd years between the beginning of modern 
Jewish settlement in Eretz Israel and the estab- 
lishment of the State of Israel, the inhabitants 
had no opportunity to decide how their affairs 
were to be conducted. This was so during the 
period of Turkish rule, and also during the 
administration of the country by the British. 
The Mandatory Government (though it intro- 
duced some elements of western ideas of ad- 
ministration) was not responsible to the popu- 
lation. The elements of democracy which de- 
veloped in the Jewish community therefore 
arose under conditions vastly different from 
those which exist in any normal country. 


Any ordinary political party aims to achieve 


power, either alone or in partnership with other 


parties. In the beginning this aim was a far- 
off dream so far as Jewish parties were con- 
cerned. In the Zionist Congress, it is true, they 
had a field of parliamentary or quasi-parliamen- 
tary activity. They could employ democratic 
methods in the struggle for posts in the Executive 
or for the opportunity to influence the policy 
of the Zionist Movement through their repre- 
sentatives at Congress. But Congresses met only 
for a few weeks once every two years, and there 
was no opportunity for that continuous control 
over the Executive which is the essential feature 
of democratic political practice. Furthermore, 
although the Zionist Organization and the Jew- 
ish Agency were often referred to as “the State 
on the way,” the Zionist Executive was not a 
government. It could only control the activities 
of its own departments, and the Congress could 
control such institutions as the Jewish National 
Fund and Keren Hayesod. If the Yishuv wanted 
anything done, in education, in colonization or 
in the development of the country’s natural 
resources, it had to do the job by itself through 
its elected institutions or those of the Zionist 
Movement, by means of sectional bodies such 
as the Histadrut, or by means of the private 
enterprise of Jewish individuals or companies. 
Since the Jewish institutions lacked government 
powers, many things which in other countries 


are attended to by the governments had to be 
done in Eretz Israel by private, semi-private or 
public bodies of various types. 

The energies of the parties were therefore 
devoted to gaining control of these bodies or to 
carrying out such activities on their own. Thus 
they became something more than political par- 
ties: they became also organizations for housing, 
for settlement, for the establishment and main- 
tenance of social services, for economic activities 
of all kinds. The typical example of this is, of 
course, the Histadrut, whose manifold activities 
in education, housing, public health and eco- 
nomic enterprises are too well-known to require 
description here. The labor parties struggled for 
control of all this work not only by appealing 
for votes in the elections to the Histadrut’s 
governing organs, but by assuring that their 
own members took as prominent a part as pos- 
sible in the various branches of the work, as well 
as in the activities of the Zionist Organization. 
Party life in Eretz Israel therefore consisted of 
much more than is normally understood by poli- 
tical activity. It affected almost every sphere 
of the member’s life. To leave one’s party and 
join a new one meant more than simply changing 
one’s vote at the next elections; it almost meant 
joining a different section of the community. 


WHEN THE STATE OF ISRAEL was established, 

many expected that the Government would 
take over all those activities which the parties, 
or institutions controlled by political parties, 
had hitherto carried out. But now there came 
into play the forces of inertia and the vested in- 
terests. No autonomous institution will readily 
submit to governmental control. No party 
could be expected to give up without a struggle 
a position of dominance in a field of action dear 
to it, without endeavoring to secure guarantees 
that the purposes for which it had worked so 
long would continue to be fulfilled in the same 
way under the new set-up. In addition, the State 
was overwhelmed with heavy and pressing re- 
sponsibilities regarding security, colonization, 
the absorption of immigration and the develop- 
ment of the national resources. If an institution 
worked fairly well, it was a natural and perhaps 
justifiable tendency to let well enough alone for 
the moment, instead of burdening the young 
government apparatus with tasks which were 
already being carried out by non-governmental 
bodies. And, besides, it is not quite proved be- 
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yond a doubt that all activities of a public na- 
ture must be carried out directly by the Gov- 
ernment. A strong case can be made out for 
the view that voluntary administration will give 
as good or better results, and many socialists 
in Israel believe that the faults of the Histadrut 
enterprises could be cured without the drastic 
surgical operation of nationalization. 


This explains the strange paradox that in Israel 
it is the right wing parties which demand na- 
tionalization of health services, labor exchanges 
and transport, and full government control of 
education, while the labor parties, especially Ma- 
pam on the left wing, are either opposed to 
these measures or doubtful of their efficacy. 


Israel’s electoral system is an outgrowth of 
these characteristics as well as a factor for 
strengthening the influence of the party. The 
list system, under which the voter casts his ballot 
for a party list drawn up by the party executive, 
instead of for an individual, weakens the power 
of the individual statesman or politician, and 
strengthens the natural tendencies of any party 
to consider its own interests before those of the 
nation as a whole. This is the main reason why 
inter-party negotiations in Israel take on the 
character of a struggle for influence in a par- 
ticular sphere of the national economy. 

A typical instance of this tendency is the 
breakdown of Mapai’s negotiations with the 
General Zionists over the question of the powers 
of the Ministry of Trade and Industry. There 
is little of the flexibility resulting from the pres- 
tige of individual politicians. President Truman 
can appoint distinguished members of the oppo- 
sition party to posts in his Cabinet or other 
governmental institutions. In Britain the forma- 
tion of a national government has been mainly 
a matter of negotiations by the Prime Minister 
with individual candidates for Cabinet positions. 
In Israel all decisions have to be taken by the 
party executive or party council, which may 
consist of two or three hundred delegates. 

Another important factor is the newness of 
Israel’s condition as a state and the lack of gen- 
erally accepted standards of political behavior. 
In America or Great Britain there is a solid 
framework of tradition, the greater part of 
which is accepted even by those who aim at 
carrying out fundamental changes. The result 
is a modicum of mutual trust even between op- 
posing political forces, which expresses itself.in 
- the Anglo-Saxon concept of “playing the game.” 
In Israel there still are no generally accepted 
rules of the game. Everything i is in a state of 
flux, and each group tries to extract the maxi- 
mum advantage from its economic or political 
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resources. There is much hard bargaining. Dur- 
ing negotiations for a coalition, for example, the 
government’s program must be spelled out in 
great detail before the various parties feel suffi- 
ciently confident to close the bargain. This is 
why the formation of a coalition government, 
which in Britain takes place in a matter of days, 
takes weeks or months in Israel. 

This lack of mutual trust accounts for the 
hard bargaining which goes on in Israel over the 
allocation of the various ministries among the 
parties. As in other parliamentary democracies, 
the principle of joint cabinet responsibility is 
formally in force in Israel. It would seem that 
it should not matter whether the Ministry of 
Trade and Industry, for example, is held by a 
General Zionist or a member of Mapai since in 
either case the Minister ought to carry out the 
policy of the Government as a whole. But it 
seems that both sides realize that this will not 
be so. They expect that, even after the lines 
of policy have been mutually agreed upon, each 
Minister will lean heavily in the direction of the 
principles advocated by his own party. Hence 
the assignment of a vital ministry becomes a 
bone of contention, even a matter of principle, 
which may bring about the collapse of the en- 
tire negotiations. 


N THE Basis of this analysis of party struc- 
ture in Israel, it should be easier to under- 
stand the difficulties of the recent period in 
Israel’s political history. The issues to be settled 
are of vital importance. In foreign policy there 
is the conflict between the parties of the center 
and the right, (Mapai, General Zionists, Progres- 
sives and the religious parties) and the left-wing. 
Both sides agree on the need for maximum in- 
dependence in foreign policy, but while the first 
leans toward the West, the second is mainly 
concerned with preventing Israel’s entry into 
the Western sphere of influence and its implied 
opposition to Soviet Russia and the Peoples’ 
Democracies. In economic policy the division 
is different. Here we have on one side the 
two labor parties, Mapai and Mapam, supported 
by the religious workers’ groups, Hapoel Ha- 
mizrachi and Po’alei Agudat Israel, who favor 
the maintenance of the rationing system and 
strict government control of commerce and in- 
dustry. (Differences exist between Mapai and 
Mapam in this sphere, but they are hardly fun- 
damental.) On the other hand the General Zion- 
ists strongly favor much greater freedom of 
initiative for private enterprise and greater con- 
trol over the economic institutions of the Hista- 
drut. The Progressives, Mizrachi and Agudath 
Israel occupy a middle position on this question. 
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The above issues are common to nearly all de- 
mocratic countries, but Israel has a third vital 
field of controversy which is not nearly as im- 
portant in any other country: the question of 
religion. Here, of course, the line of demarca- 
tion is clearly delimited, with the religious par- 
ties on orie side and the other political parties 
on the other. 

If it were possible to conceive of a govern- 
ment which had to make decisions in only one of 
the above fields, it would be comparatively easy 
to put together such a government. But since 
that is not possible, it becomes necessary to find 
a combination of parties in Knesset, large enough 
to command a majority, and at the same time 
agreeing more or less on each of these issues. It 
is not surprising that such agreement has been 
difficult to reach, especially in view of the fierce- 
ness with which political convictions are held. 

Israel’s politics is not a simple conflict between 
two large parties, either of which may be con- 
verted from government to opposition and back 
again, but a four-cornered free-for-all, in which 
various combinations are possible. The position 
is further complicated by the fact that one par- 
ty, Mapai, is so much larger than the others 
(controlling forty-five seats against the twenty- 
two of its nearest rival) that it is an indispen- 
sable partner in any coalition. In Israel the op- 
position is composed of mutually incompatible 
elements which can combine to criticize the 
majority party, or overthrow the government 
which it dominates, but cannot combine to form 
an authoritative government. Hence, in any 
crisis, there is always the possibility that the 
problem may prove to be insoluble if Mapai 
cannot come to an agreement with either the 
General, Zionists, Mapam or the religious parties. 
There is little likelihood under the circumstances 
that new: elections would produce a shift in 
power sufficiently marked to alter the situation. 


THis FOUR-CORNERED party structure is, to 

some extent, the result of the list system of 
elections. In Britain or the United States the 
electorate is usually faced with a simple choice: 
Are you for or against the Government? Smaller 
parties which tend to blur the edges of these 
straightforward alternatives have little chance of 
success. This is chiefly due to the fact that in 
each constituency the voter has to choose only 
one of the contending candidates, and if, for 
example, Conservatives and Socialists are fairly 
evenly balanced, the appearance of two Socialist 
candidates will simply let the Conservative in. 
In Israel the whole country is one large con- 
stituency, and the voter is not compelled to make 
a choice between a Socialist and a non-Socialist. 
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The electoral system allows him to vote for the 
particular shade of labor which appeals to him, 
even though the final result may be a govern- 
ment in which one section of labor is in bond- 
age to the General Zionists or the religious par- 
ties, and the other remains impotent in opposi- 
tion. The same holds true for the middle-class 
parties. 


It is not easy to point the way out of this 
situation. A great obstacle in the way of elec- 
toral reform, strangely enough, is the great and 
widely distributed strength of Mapai. If pro- 
portional representation were to be abolished 
the result would almost certainly be a permanent 
majority for Mapai, and it would be expecting 
too much of human nature to expect the other 
parties to agree to such a step, no matter how 
desirable it may be from the standpoint of po- 
litical stability. (It is barely possible that the 
General Zionists might eventually support elec- 
toral reform in the expectation of a further 
rallying of the middle classes round their 
banner.) 

Another way of achieving political stability 
would be if there were a sufficiently marked in- 
crease in Mapai’s strength to give it a majority 
of seats in Knesset. In the present Knesset Mapai 
has fifty members, if the five Arabs belonging 
to allied lists are taken into account. This might 
come about as a result of a splitting off from Ma- 
pam of the more moderate members, or through 
a gradual erosion of the strength of the other 
parties. Such an eventuality is not impossible, 
but it would require a large turnover in political 
allegiance. Certainly, no other party can now 
even dream of winning an outright majority. 

There is thus no simple formula for a way 
out. Israel will overcome its political difficulties 
only insofar as all parties learn to subordinate 
their convictions to the national interest. This 
is not easy, because each party naturally be- 
lieves that its principles are essential to the na- 
tional interests. Considering Israel’s dynamic so- 
cial and political life it is also impossible to main- 
tain the status quo. The country needs a gov- 
ernment with authority deriving not only from 
a majority in Kuesset, but from the trust and 
confidence of the overwhelming mass of the 
people in the country. 


There is no royal road to such a government, 
and such influence as Jews abroad have on their 
political opposite numbers in Israel should be 
directed toward blunting the edge of party 
strife and encouraging all parties to put aside, 
as far as possible, those issues which can be post- 
poned, so as to work together in the historic 
tasks which the State of Israel must carry out. 
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og MARRIAGES are made in Heaven, as the com- 

fortable old adage tells us, then our society 
must have come to the realization that the 
powers above need a good deal of prodding and 
goading along modern lines to handle the traffic. 

This we learned recently from experts who 
ought to know; men and women who are de- 
dicated to the pursuit of happiness — for others. 
Some very intricate and highpowered parapher- 
nalia to help Heaven in this noblest of tasks was 
represented by these men and women, who 
gathered on December 19th in the South Garden 
of the Hotel Astor for the first National Con- 
vention of the American Association of Marriage 
Brokers. 

But this overall trade-name does not include 
some of the more recent but already well-es- 
tablished ramifications of the matchmaking 
“industry” present at the Convention, such as 
Marriage Counsellors, Friendship Centers, Social 
Introduction Services. Life being what it is to- 
day, hurried and harried, the lengthy name of 
the newly-formed organization will most prob- 
ably be whittled down to the abbreviated form: 
AAMB, MC, FC, SIS. Even among the Pen- 
tagon’s various agencies with alphabetical tags, 
there is not a single one that uses up so many 
letters. But then the AAMB, MC, etc., predate 
anything in the Pentagon and represent a pro- 
fession as old as man, a business universal and 
vital — getting married. 

We have become accustomed in recent years 
to strange words out of the chemical dictionary 
to extol the virtues of a loaf of bread being 
promoted on the market. It is still nothing more 
than a loaf of bread when we eat it. Similarly, 
the above organization, despite its streamlined 
components, adds up to the fundamental ob- 
jective — matchmaking. 

There were some very alert and articulate 
folk occupying the chairs at the Convention on 
that freezing December day. And the potted 
palms near the sizzling radiators, the bronze 
statue of Cupid ready to shoot (the Association’s 
emblem designed by. Count Albrecht Goertz) 
on the speakers’ table; and the frequent refer- 
ences to the heart, loneliness, love, etc., enhanced 
the serious tone of the business agenda. At 
moments the atmosphere was so lyrical that one 
expected a couple of marriages to be contracted 
right there and then. There was a good deal of 
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The “Shadchen” in the Atomic Age 


by Jean Jaffe 


stressing the humane and ethical in commercial 
matchmaking. There were pleas for raising the 
standards and the prestige of the profession. 
There were denunciations of the practitioners 
who don’t play the game according to the best 
traditions, and the best traditions call for de- 
dication to the cause, such as the true social 
worker and the true nurse must possess in order 
to serve society. 

There was also the amazing announcement 
that matchmaking in the various branches of 
the industry had in the past year a turnover of 


47 million dollars. This includes fees to brokers, 


admissions charged at the heart-throb clubs, pay- 
ments for consultations, advertisements in the 
press, which ran the gamut from the simple, 
home-spun paragraphs in the Yiddish press to 
the hyper-refined, subtle “personals” in the 
Saturday Review of Literature. 


AAN invustry with an annual revenue of more 

than forty million must set its house in order 
once for all, such was the unanimous feeling of 
the assembled. 

Had Menachem Mendel, Sholem Aleichem’s 
beloved Luftmensch, who tried his hand at 
matchmaking among his other hapless pursuits, 
wandered into the Times Square area that day 
and peeked into the Convention, he would 
doubtlessly have felt a bit awed among his sophis- 
ticated colleagues, though not because he never 
saw their likes and never heard the English lan- 
guage in Kasrilevke. Menachem Mendel is too 
human and versatile and too much the fatalist. 
He would have been amused rather, and after 
getting the floor, he might have said to his fel- 
low Shadchanim: 

“You are from the Big City. Intelligentzia. 
But believe me, you and I work at the same job. 
And you can’t tell me anything about our bit- 
ter lot. Ask my wife Sheine Sheindel and she’ll 
tell you all about it, too. I have brought to- 
gether a wall with a wall. My fame as match- 
maker has gone far and wide, miles beyond Kas- 
rilevke. I know the complaints and brickbats 
and calumnies that are heaped on us. But, then, 
we are engaged in a sacred task. Agents of the 
Almighty. Servants of the People.” 

Menachem Mendel, with pointed goatee, 
twirling his umbrella and flexing his thoughts 
rapidly, might not have appeared so very out- 
landish to his young, clean-cut American fellow 





ae ee ee a a a ae 


1! 








er 


| - 


ia. 


ats 
n, 


he 


ee, 
ats 


Ww 








JaNuary, 1952 


matchmakers. For many of the delegates, whose 
cards bore cryptic professional tags and addresses 
of midtown offices in skyscraper buildings, are 
the sons and daughters of Shadchanim who plied 
their trade a generation ago in the front-rooms 
of tenement flats in the Lower East-Side, in 
Brooklyn and Brownsville, in Williamsburgh 
and Boro-Park. Their children moved the busi- 
ness from the home to an office. They have long 
graduated from the old-fashioned procedure 
which required combing the community for 
prospects, visiting homes, screening not only the 
parents of a prospect but the neighbors and the 
tradesmen on the block, wheedling a couple of 
dollars as the match progressed, bargaining for 
the rightful percentage of the dowry at the cul- 
mination and so on. Now there are desks and 
steel files and telephones and registration fees 
and office hours to handle the traffic. There are 
initial interviews and follow-ups and references. 
There are handsome posters in the subways and 
neighborhood buses calling attention to the dis- 
cretion and finesse with which each case is 
handled. And usually half the poster is given over 
to a photograph of the “director.” Sometimes it 
is a very mellow, maternal face of a middle aged 
woman; sometimes a confidence inspiring, fath- 
erly man. And sometimes a very smart, upright- 
looking young woman with integrity written 
all over her face. 

They have gone a long way in the phraseology 
of their craft. Where Papa’s card would read: 
“Matchmaker; Satisfaction Guaranteed,” the 
son’s card reads: “Marriage Consultant”; or 
“Why Be Lonely? Come to Our Saturday Even- 
ing Socials,” or “Family Guidance.” Papa may 
have boasted in print about the number of mar- 
riages he brought about, his son uses the modern 
psychological device of making each client feel 
that his is the only case, that all the machinery 
and wisdom he possesses are there to serve the 
individual. 


JHE ATTITUDE of these new operators in the 

matchmaking field toward their old-world 
predecessors was one of reverence. They treated 
their own intricate and streamlined system of 
doing the job as a sort of evolutionary process 
which must adapt methods and mechanics to the 
changing times. But the basic tenets, they stressed 
very solemnly, must remain intact: serving peo- 
ple, serving the community, serving humanity. 
They enunciated these credos as humbly and 
gravely as a medical man teaching young stu- 
dents the ethics of the profession. 

The key addresses exhorted the practitioners 
to make the profession a proud one by eliminat- 
ing all evil practices and giving the organization 
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stature and functional power to weed out from 
the field those who did not uphold the highest 
standards. There was a plea for legislation to 
license the qualified practitioners. There was 
debating about fees. And time and again the 
point was stressed that the bachelors anxious ‘to 
change their status, especially after 30 and 40, 
are so vulnerable and anxious that they are ready 
prey for the unscrupulous broker, also that trage- 
dies ensue because of the “liberalism” of many 
social-club owners who permit entrance to any- 
one who pays admission. 


A very interesting note referred to California, 
which is fast becoming a runner-up to New 
York in the marriage broker market. The Sun- 
shine State has grown and developed rapidly in 
the past decade, and has a population as new and 
mixed as in the East. Because it is still in a raw, 
rambling state socially, marriage comes easier 
when assisted from without. So even the sunny 
Heavens of Los Angeles can’t do the job alone in 
these times of confusion. Needless to say, many 
an agency has sprung up to exploit the fresh 
terrain. 

In case the reader still feels squeamish about 
the whole matter and thinks there is something 
degrading in resorting to the marriage broker 
for a commodity which is supposed to be pro- 
vided by Heaven, it may be best to quote the 
following statistics disclosed at the convention. 
About one out of three who contact marriage 
brokers’ services, continue to use them. Three 
out of five who continue with the services get 
married. Brokerage marriages prove more suc- 
cessful than the heart-throb variety, because the 
broker has a comprehensive biography back- 
ground and character-study of the parties in- 
volved; whereas in love marriages, the parties 
get to know each other only after marriage. 
Marriage brokers in the United States today get 
numerous requests from American men in 
Alaska, the Phillipiness and the Far East to pro- 
vide them with wives. Take it on the authority 
of a seasoned, worldly-wise lady, Miss Edna 
Wilder, a lecturer on human relations and a part- 
time marriage broker who became the Executive 
Director of the new association: “brokered mar- 
riages are 95 percent successful.” The others? 
Well, look at the divorce records. 


Miss Wilder read a very scientific paper re- 
viewing the history of the marriage broker and 
his lofty and great contribution to society. She 
revealed that: God himself was the first match- 
maker. Realizing that Adam’s was a lonely ex- 
istence, and that such was inadvisable and un- 
desirable for the human being, he created Eve 
as a suitable mate. 
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And she concludes triumphantly: “Therefore 
. when we, as individuals, are successful in con- 
summating a suitable match, we are performing 
a service of God.” 

Miss Wilder then continued to show that in 
the Bible marriages through arrangement are 
often mentioned. Obviously, even during Bibli- 
cal days it was realized that something construc- 
tive would have to be done in order to prevent 
spinsterhood and bachelorhood. 

Times have not changed, she maintained: “We 
still have with us today, as we always shall, 
worthwhile men who are too shy and unaggres- 
sive; and women who might not be classically 
beautiful but have a soul and character and 
wonderful qualities of motherhood. The need 
for the marriage broker is as great and crying 
today as it was in Biblical times.” 

She went on to say that the marriage broker 
has enjoyed and still enjoys great popularity in 
Europe, in the Far East, in Asia, in Africa and 
among the primitive tribes in India and the 
South Pacific. “But in this country,” she be- 
moaned, “the public has attached a stigma to 
anyone who seeks such services. This undesirable 
attitude of the American public was brought 
on by our culture which worships only success, 
youth and beauty. Marriage has been placed in 
the category of an accomplishment deserved only 
by the young, the beautiful (or handsome) and 
the successful. Going to a marriage broker, there- 
fore, denotes lack of success or inadequate physi- 
cal attributes. And it means so very much for 
an American to be accepted, not to be 
rejected.” 

Then there were the pointed remarks by Mr. 
Norman Chancis, a law student, and the son of 
a shadchen who practiced his profession honor- 
ably for several decades. 

Mr. Chancis told me that whereas the former 
generation of matchmakers received a certain 
percentage from the bride’s dowry as their fee, 
the broker today gets an initial fee of from $50 
to $100, and then from $200 to $1000 at the 
culmination, according to the means of the 
families. 

Miss Ruth Sachs, a radio commentator and 
“consultant in matrimony,” who returned from 
a study of family life in Europe and Scandinavia, 


had some very sharp things to say about the | 


American woman: She suffers from overexpect- 
ancy in approaching marriage. For a husband 
she expects a knight on a white horse. The Eu- 
ropean woman expects to give more to marriage 
than the American. 


Among the invited. guests was an assortment 
of observers with interests and callings closely 
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aligned with the marriage mart: there was a 
clergyman from the Labor Temple, a Protestant 
community house in the heart of the down- 
town district, a very picturesque French lady, 
Mme. Claudia de Lys, who made a study of 
superstitions over the ages, listened very atten- 
tively to the proceedings, a Negro gentleman, 
a psychologist, took copious notes. But most vo- 
cal and assertive were naturally the brokers 
whose livelihood depends upon the blindspots 
and crags in society which make marriage diff- 
cult. And the more difficult ‘it becomes to get 
married because of the complexity of the social 
scene and the changing values, the wider the 

eld of operation for the marriage broker; for 
him and for the various new agencies which 
keep on sprouting in the same human area. 


Menachem Mendel, still imperturbable, would - 


nod philosophically and say: ‘‘Ladies and gentle- 
men of the time-honored profession, why make 
so much fuss? After all, it all boils down to find- 
ing a chasan for a girl and a kalah for a young 
man. It’s been going on so long. It’s a mitzvah 
and a good business, if youre not a schlemiel. 
Hold your heads up, ladies and gentlemen, you’re 
serving a noble, sacred cause. But don’t lose those 
clever heads of yours, and don’t bring shame 
upon the good name of your ancestors, whose 
mantle you wear.” 
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BOOKS 


‘The Theology of Politics 


By PHILIP RIEFF 


URCKHARDT’S REFLECTION on 
Machiavelli’s History of Flor- 
ence applies equally to Hannah 
Arendt’s The Origins of Totalitar- 
ianism:* “Even if every line were 
demonstrated to be false, the whole 
would still present an indispen- 
sable truth.” 

Even if Miss Arendt’s book 
should, in some important parts, 
be an error, it is, by its sweep 
and passion, a creative error. And 
better a creative error than the 
uncreative truth that passes for 
contemporary social science. It 
will become the kind of creative 
error that provides a myth useful 
to the very time it analyses. Its 
vocabulary—the mob and_ the 
masses, psychological Jewishness, 
the exception-Jew, etc.—will be- 
come, if they are not now, new 
pegs for the ongoing conversation 
that is the intelligentsia. It will 
make public opinion, as much as 
it tries to understand it. 


This is why the reviewers in the 
public-oriented journals (see, .for 
example: David Riesman’s review 
in Commentary, April, 1951; or 
Dwight Macdonald’s, in The New 
Leader, May 14, 1951, where it is 
hailed as the greatest advance in 
social thought since Marx) have 
adored it. This is why reviewers 
in the academic journals, trapped 
in their unhistorical naturalism, 
probably will dislike it, if they 
cannot ignore it. The Origins of 
Totalitarianism is not a book for 
academics, secure in their ameliora- 
tive jargon and petty researches. 
It is, like The Decline of the West 
(which Spengler wrote in 1911, 
before prophecy could become 
hindsight), a vast spiritualization 
of history. Miss Arendt’s book is 
rather a massive prophecy of hind- 
sight, reaffirming the hopelessness 
of the modern situation to another 
even more despairing postwar 
intelligentsia. 





* ORIGINS OF TOTALITARIANISM 
by Hannah Arendt. Harcourt, Brace & Co., 
N. ¥. Pp. 477. $6.75. 


The original titlk—The Burden 
of Our Time — better expresses 
Arendt’s prophetic intention than 
the title given to the American 
edition. More precisely, the two 
titles ought to be read together. 
In Hannah Arendt’s theology of 
politics, Totalitarianism is the 
Burden (punishment) of our time, 
visited inevitably upon western 
man for hubris; for a_ politics 
whose dynamic is expansion for 
expansion’s sake, for a morality 
that believes everything is possible 
and everything is permitted. Fur- 
ther, it is primarily the bourgeoisie, 
as a class, fascinated by crime as 
a style of life and as a political 
weapon, that has become radically 
evil. Evil is now, by force of 
events, bourgeois. Arendt’s nega- 
tive theology has created a coun- 
ter-image to Weber’s middle-class 
Puritan. The ethical Puritan is 
transformed, two centuries later, 
into the criminal bourgeois. . 


Where Marx would only be in- 
terested in the politics of theology, 
Arendt is more interested in the 
theology of politics. The bour- 
geoisie inevitably turned to crime, 
and it has been destroyed along 
with what it has destroyed (p. 
124). This is not to say Marx 
did not recognize the nature of 
Evil. But for Marx, Evil was the 
restriction of man to something 
below his full humanity. For 
Arendt, Evil is the expansion of 
man to something beyond his 
limited humanity. 


Mr. Riesman, and other review- 
ers, have been disturbed by the 
tone of inevitability in Miss 
Arendt’s construction. But her 
tone is not simply the occupational 
disease of historians. This is not 
a systematic history, which is 
rieither praise nor blame. Rather, 
Miss Arendt has written a set of 
essays into special phases of mod- 
ern history. Its cohesion comes 
from the passionate subjectivity of 
the author, its astuteness from the 
unity of her analytical direction, 
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its power from her vocabulary of 
forces—e.g., the mob and capital, 
the Jews and the nation-state— 
pointing everywhere to a vista of 
doom. Arendt’s total construction 
is grounded in her belief in the 
triumph of the demonic principle 
in modern history—of man’s de- 
monic will to freedom: from the 
limits of his reason and humanity, 
from the limits of old political 
orders, from the limits of old so- 
cial and religious communities, 
from the limits of small functions 
and personal responsibility. The 
demonic means the destruction of 
form. The demonic rises as shape- 
lessness and rootlessness. Man be- 
comes demonic when he considers 
his natural proportions merely his- 
torical, and feels free to break 
through them. (After all, why 
not “tomorrow the world?”) 


Arendt has reversed Marx’s 
image of man. For Marx the oc- 
cupational-national-religious char- 
acter mask was crippling, alienat- 
ing Man from his humanity and 
therefore a denial of it; Arendt’s 
Man is alienated from his humani- 
ty precisely as he becomes without 
occupation, without nation, with- 
out his religious community. Man 
emancipated from his particularity 
becomes, not human, but demonic. 
Where Holderlin saw cobblers, 
Jews, Germans but no men, Arendt 
sees men only when they are cob- 
blers or Jews or Germans. The 
Nazis were not really nationalists 
and this is a measure of their de- 
monry. The ideal of the humanist 
man has become the nightmare of 
the mob man. Totalitarianism is 
his policy of chaos. 


In the absence of limits, Evil 
has become everyman’s ‘lot, and 
everyman is “coresponsible” i.e., 
guilty). Indeed, the world can- 
not become much worse. Totali- 
tarianism marks the last discovery 
of western man in his search for 
the limitless. It marks the end 
of our time. She offers as consola- 
tion the prophecy that perhaps 
totalitarianism, too, “will one day 
simply disappear, leaving no other 
trace in the history of mankind 
than exhausted peoples, economic 
and social chaos, political vacuum, 
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and a spiritual tabula rasa” (p. 
430). 


A theological vocabulary is 
quite unnecessary to theological as- 
sumptions. Arendt nowhere ex- 
plicitly generalizes modern _poli- 
tics and social relations as at the 
same time punishment and a reve- 
lation of man’s pride. But her 
assumptions will out, as in the con- 
cluding paragraphs of the preface: 

Without the imperialists’ “ex- 
pansion for expansion’s sake,” 
the world might never have be- 
come one; without the bour- 
geoisie’s political device of 
“power for power’s sake,” the 
extent of human strength might 
never have been discovered; 
without the fictitious world of 
totalitarian movements . . . we 
might have been driven to our 
doom without ever becoming 
aware of what has been happen- 
ing. 
And if it is true that in the 
final stages of totalitarianism an 
absolute evil appears . . . it is 
also true that without it we 
might never have known the 
truly radical nature of Evil. 


The passage seems incompre- 
hensibly cruel if not understood as 
an expression of Miss Arendt’s 
theological assumptions. She: can- 
not let the utterly senseless stand. 
Theology has given her the un- 
stated assumptions on which the 
analysis rests and from which it 
takes its power. The punishment 
visited as totalitarianism, like the 
punishment visited by God 
through history, is at the same 
time a revelation of the abyss of 
possibility. The punishment is, 
therefore, an opportunity to re- 
pent and to live under a “new 
law.” For the punishment has re- 
vealed that “human dignity needs 
a new guarantee .. . a new law 
on earth, whose . . . power must 
remain strictly limited.” Like 
men, even the new law must be 
limited, lest it become demonic. 
God, after all, must not ask Ab- 
raham to sacrifice his son. 


ANNAH ARENDT has written 
not simply as a historian. She 

has written as a prophetess, claim- 
ing, of course, like all late pro- 


phets who have nothing to pro- 
phecy, that she is against prophecy. 
But all prophecy is historical, and 
all history is prophecy, even if all 
historians are not prophets. Miss 
Arendt is a prophet - historian, 
moralizing history into the burden 
of our time. She is neither cool, 
aloof, nor impartial. She is with- 
out the pseudo-objectivity which 
masks itself as the moral achieve- 
ment of modern social science. De- 
tachment is, for her, morally de- 
spicable. It is nothing but the 
complacency of academics far from 
the shooting. (Acton’s judgment 
seems final: “After the man with 
the dagger, comes the man with 
the sponge.”) Arendt is ruth- 
lessly evaluative. Her moral ab- 
solutism, in its context of select 
fact, has given her judgments a 
wrath and credibility beyond the 
empty moralizing capacity of the- 
ology alone. 


But Miss Arendt’s theology of 
politics has given her book the 
weakness of its strength. No one 
is innocent. The Jews, prime vic- 
tims of the upthrust of the de- 
monic, are also guilty, “corespon- 
sible” for their destruction. A 
victim, she writes, “does not simp- 
ly cease to be coresponsible because 
it becomes the victim” (p. 6). 


The reason for the Jews’ “core- 
sponsibility,” according to Arendt, 
is not so much the decline of 
their function in the nation-state 
(for which they can hardly be 
judged even metaphysically re- 
sponsible), but for the manner of 
their assimilation. Modern anti- 
Semitism is “interconnected with 
Jewish assimilation, the seculariza- 
tion and withering away of the 
old religious and spiritual values 
of Judaism” (p. 7). Arendt 
evidences a special prophetic hatred, 
not only for the Jewish rich, but 
for the Jewish intellectuals, who in 
“searching for a road into society 
. . . quickly discovered the force 
that would open all doors [into the 
corrupt Gentile, bourgeois world], 
the ‘radiant power of Fame.’” (p. 
§2) A “great proportion of cul- 
tural institutions, like newspapers, 
publishing, music, and theatre,” 
became “Jewish enterprises” as a 
strategy of Jewish assimilation. 


But the doors the Jewish intel- 
lectuals opened were precisely the 
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doors the Germans left open to 
them. The Jews became “review- 
ers, critics . . . and organizers of 
what was famous” because the 
Germans would not. When, even 
in “the century of free trade,” was 
there “access of Jews to all pro- 
fessions” (p. 36) in Germany? 
What drove the Jewish intellec- 
tuals into the culture occupations 
was not their corrupt spur toward 
fame (and notoriety) as a con- 
scious or unconscious strategy of 
assimilation, but that those cul- 
ture professions attached to capi- 
talism and the mass market were 
open to them because the Germans 


despised them. The German bour- 


geoisie, assimilated after 1848 to 
feudal and militarist society, did 
not possess its own culture. Rath- 
er, as an appendage to the Ger- 
man ruling strata, it despised both 
humanist and capitalist culture, 
thus leaving these fields open. The 
German intelligentsia remained 
trapped within the legacy of small 
town life. Neither the Latin salon 
nor the English club was available 
to them. The German intellec- 
tuals were domestic workers, cut 
off from the urban market. They 
therefore developed, as a rational- 
ization of their position, a hatred 
of those culture occupations that 
brought them into the mass-mar- 
Ket situation. 


Despised occupations (in this 
historical case: penpushing, the 
arts, banking, etc.) are always left 
to despised groups. The status 


and value hierarchy of German ~ 


society excluded the Jews from 
the officer caste, from the land, 
and from the civil service; just as, 
in American academic society, 
Jews tended to be excluded from 
history departments, but found it 
easier to enter the newer and less 
honored discipline of sociology. 
What was left to the Jews was 
beneath German upper class as- 
piration. 


It is only when socially despised 
occupations become respectable, be- 
cause of 1) the closing of more 
respectable opportunities (e.g., in 
a nation of demobilized and de- 
feated officers with only a 100,000 
man army); or 2) when the de- 
spised occupations became too rele- 
vant as a new income or power 
constellation (e.g., when the movies 
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become important economically 
and politically); or 3) when the 
structure of despised institutions 
changes and becomes indistinguish- 
able from respectable institutions 
(e.g., when German banking be- 
came more and more a bureacratic 
corporation attached to the gov- 
ernment), that the ruling upper 
status groups resent the “crowd- 
ing” of the Jews. The struggle of 
Schacht against Jacob Goldschmidt 
makes the converse of Arendt’s 
proposition. The closer German 
banking came to government poli- 
cy, the more anti-Semitic were the 
German upper classes. If, “when- 
ever [the Jews] were admitted 
to... society, they became a well- 
defined, self-preserving group” (p. 
13), they were “well-defined” and 
“self-preserving” because of their 
occupational and status limitations, 
not because of their privileges or 
their peculiar motivations as Jews. 


Miss Arendt misses an entire 
analysis of social structure. It is 
simply untrue to write: “Without 
the interests and practices of gov- 
ernments, the Jews could hardly 
have preserved their group iden- 
tity” (p. 14). It was not govern- 
ments, but society whose interests 
and practices identified the Jews, 
as well as the Jews themselves 
through two thousand years of 
history. 


The distinction between “poli- 
tical anti-Semitism” and “social 
anti-Semitism” serves as her sub- 
stitute for an analysis of types of 
anti-Semitism in terms of social 
structure. “Political anti-Semitism 
developed because the Jews were 
a separate body, while social -- 
Semitism] arose because of the 
growing equality of Jews with all 
other groups” (p. 54). Arendt 
concludes that “in Europe, [social 
anti-Semitism] had little influence 
on the rise of political anti-Semi- 
tism” (p. 55). 

THE DISTINCTION, as she draws it, 

seems quite spurious. On a 
structural analysis, political anti- 
Semitism rose as social anti-Semi- 
tism became a kind of self-penal- 
ization of the anti-Semites, closing 
off certain newly desirable oppor- 
tunities from them. Thus, poli- 
tical anti-Semitism can grow out 
of a shift in the value of social 


anti-Semitism. Arendt verges on 
the point: political anti-Semitism 
“in its most sinister aspect owed 
much of its success to [social anti- 
Semitism] which virtually consti- 
tuted a consent [to political anti- 
Semitism] by public opinion.” (p. 
87) Plainly, if Miss Arendt is 
right on p. 87, she is wrong on 
p. 33. 


Nevertheless, as Daniel Lerner 
has noticed in his study of the 
Nazi elite, the Nazi propagandists 
(as listed in the Fuehrer-Lexicon, 
1934) were of superior status, edu- 
cation and travel experience. Poli- 
tical anti-Semitism among the 
Nazi propagandists cannot be ex- 
plained, therefore, as a result of 
a shift in the value of social anti- 
Semitism. The best explanation 
for certain types of anti-Semitism 
is precisely the one Arendt dis- 
misses most vehemently, because it 
mitigates her ethic of coresponsi- 
bility: the scapegoat theory, which 
must be qualified as the political 
scapegoat theory. Educated and 
sophisticated Nazi propagandists 
climbed to power by manipulating 
the fright-mask of “the Jews.” 
Arendt has substituted’ her own 
subtle and ambivalent judgements 
of Jewish motives toward assimila- 
tion for a reading of the basic 
facts of German social structure. 


She is equally hard on the Ger- 
man intellectuals. If the emanci- 
pated Jewish intellectuals came to 
the Germans, as she writes, it is 
also true that the Germans came 
to the Jews. The weak bourgeois 
strata of German liberals welcomed 
support from any quarter. The 
intellectuals, German and Jewish, 
met because they had no place 
else to go except to each other. 
Arendt notices the point in her 
discussion of a short-lived Jewish 
salon. (p. 59 et. passim) 

The rise of the doctrine of “in- 
nate personality” (p. 31) is 
treated as if it were a peculiarly 
German fhenomenon, a sinister 
weapon in the hands of the intel- 
lectuals. Thus, in Germany, “per- 
sonality worship developed as the 
only means of gaining . . . social 
emancipation” and equal, even su- 
perior, status with the nobility, 
(p. 168). But personality worship 
was neither a German invention, 
nor did its peculiar development 
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take place there. She does not 
mention Shaftesbury or Rousseau. 
The omission is crucial, in a book 
by so erudite a scholar. It indicates 
she is pleading a very special case. 
If the ideas of “innate personality 
and natural nobility prepared the 
way intellectually for race-think- 
ing in Germany,” (p. 170) she 
must explain how the same ideas, 
even more powerfully and origin- 
ally expressed, prepared the way 
intellectually for Anglo-American 
democracy. 


To relate the idea of “innate 
personality” to race thinking is a 


distortion of its meaning and of | 


the intention of its promulgators. 
All pedagogical thought in the 
18th century aimed to liberate 
status man from his conventional 
fetters. Equally, the message of 
all bourgeois liberalism of the 
time was to emancipate man by ap- 
pealing to his innate capacities. The 
doctrine of “personality worship” 
is Arendt’s translation of the hu- 
manist ideal of l’uomo universale. 
It was the message of Goethe and 
Schiller, a perhaps naive belief 
that one could transcend ‘the limits 
of being Jew, German, even writer, 
and be Man. If Marx is correct, 
it carried the essential message of 
toleration: each according to his 
capacities, But Arendt has turned 
the doctrine of “innate person- 
ality” into a weapon against the 
German intellectuals in their search 
for emancipation, as culture-wor- 
ship is used as a weapon against 
the emancipated Jewish intellec- 
tuals, . 


ISS ARENDT is herself a Jew and 

an intellectual, and she suffers 
from a fear common to both: 
“the prejudice of the masses” (p. 
3). Of course, the traditional 
Jewish fear of the masses, “deeply 
rooted in and .. . unconsciously 
shared by the vast majority of 
Jews,” their sentiment for “high 
authority” (p. 23) and aristocracy, 
is like that of any minority group 
(e.g,, the Negroes in the U. S.): 
calculation and reaction to majori- 
ty group pressures. But Arendt’s 
calculation of the masses is at the 
heart of her analysis of Imperial- 
ism, and her reaction is the reac- 
tion of a conservative intellectual. 


Her analysis of imperialism as 
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the “union of superfluous men 
[the mob] and superfluous wealth 
[capital]” (pp. 150-1), is quite 
reminiscent of a passage in Hegel’s 


Philosophy of Right: 


When the masses decline into 
poverty ... and when there is 
a consequent loss of the sense 
of right and wrong, of honesty 
and... self-respect .. . the re- 
sult is the creation of a rabble 
of paupers. At the same time 
this brings with it, at the other 
end of the social scale, conditions 
which greatly facilitate the con- 
centration of disproportionate 
wealth in a few hands. 

This inner dialectic of civil so- 
ciety . . . thus drives it... to 
push beyond its own limits... 

(Paragraphs 244-247) 


Here is the conceptual basis, in 
brief, for Miss Arendt’s coupling 
of the aristocracy and the mob, 
of the gentleman and the criminal, 
of the “mob, begotten by the mon- 
strous accumulation of capital, ac- 
companying its begetter on those 
voyages of discovery” into Im- 
perialism (p. 151). Her theoreti- 
cal connection with Hegel places 
her in a great tradition of social 
thought. Her reduction of the 
highly stratified masses of western 
society into Hegel’s rabble (she 
uses the term twice, p. 108 and p. 
111) and into Marx’s lumpen-pro- 
letariat (the term occurs once, on 
p.- 152) reminds the reader of 
Burckhardt’s internal barbarians, 
the internal and external proleta- 
riat of Toynbee, and Ortega’s 
masses. And to substitute the word 
“mob” for one of the older terms 
is no more valuable as an analytic 
device now—banalized by pocket 
editions of Ortega or rarefied by 
Eliot’s sociological lectures — than 
it was in the hands of the conser- 
vative historians of the 19th cen- 
tury. That is why a reviewer like 
Macdonald, who has been search- 


‘ing for something to replace his 


lost Marxism, can hail Arendt as 
Marx’s successor. Her massive 
spiritualization of history provides 
the most sumptuous refuge yet 
made available to an American 
intelligentsia in full retreat from 
Marxism and unable to accept an 
avowedly theological interpreta- 
tion of history. A dispirited audi- 


ence hails Arendt as Marx’s succes- 
sor because she derives from Marx’s 
predecessors. 


[8 HANNAH ARENDT’S theology of 

politics, modern anti - Semitism 
becomes the burden (punishment) 
of the Jews for their historic act 
of cowardice (emancipation). For 
the attempt to escape through as- 
similation, the religious Jew is 
burdened with an even more in- 
delible mark: psychological Jew- 
ishness. The lesson has taught 
him that “from Jewishness there 
is no escape” (p. 87). 


But the Jews’ “tragic endeavor 
to conform [assimilate] through 
differentiation and distinction [ex- 
Oticism and culture],” can be 
better understood in terms of the 
occupational sociology of despised 
peoples and in terms of the tend- 
ency of intellectuals, in given 
epochs, to dandyism. Disraeli’s 
dandyism was not, as Arendt 
thinks, a daring function of his 
psychological Jewishness, but of 
his membership in an aristocratic 
smart set. Disraeli’s education in 
the circle of Lady Blessington and 
Count D’Orsay was, perhaps, more 
important than his psychological 
Jewishness. Salon societies are al- 
ways full of virtuosos. They are 
laboratories for developing margi- 
nal types, the elasticity factor of 
the upper classes. Disraeli was no 
exception, and certainly no char- 
latan. Byron, the young Pitt, and 
Fox were dandies, too. 


All intellectuals—Jewish or not 
—seem “mysteriously wicked or 
secretly vicious” to bourgeois so- 
ciety. Or they are treated as comic 
and harmless, as “professors.” 
Sweet, bumbling Mr. Honey (‘‘No 
Highway”), is only the last in 
a long line of Hollywood reduc- 
tions of the intellectual to the 
comic and pathetically absurd. 
Arendt’s assertion of a general 
“Jewish preference” (p. 67) for 
intellectuals—Jewish or otherwise 
—has of course existed. There has 
been that high prestige of religious 
learning, translated in the 18th and 
19th centuries into secular terms, 
when the Jews looked to Germany 
as the promised land of learning. 


The ‘Jewish preference” has 
shifted from Germany to the 
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United States. The transformation 
of the character of American 
Jewry (where it is the intellec- 
tuals who are a little more despised 
than others) has led not only to 
Benny Freidman and Sid Luckman 
(who are, of course, still quarter- 
backs) but to Max Baer and some 
very beefy-headed Jewish full- 
backs from Cornell to Southern 
California. (Perhaps, given the 
supremacy of sport in our culture, 
the athlete has become the excep- 
tion-Jew of America.) If there 
have been only a few Jewish gen- 
erals (Gen. Rose’s father was a 
rabbi), it is because West Point 
has not allowed enough Jews to 
prefer it. The Jewish promoter in 
America does not promote culture. 
He promotes junk. Saul Fitelberg 
has been transformed into Harry 
Brotz. Adrian Leverkuhn’s Jewish 
impressario loves culture. The 
“intellectual” (he wears horned- 
rimmed glasses) of “Born Yester- 
day” is a Gentile drumming cul- 
ture into the mistress of a barba- 
rian Jew. 


For Miss Arendt, the Jews are 
simply trapped. There is no way 
out. She bypasses religious Jewish- 
ness. Psychological Jewishness is 
a perversion. The world is im- 
placably hostile. (Thus, in Eu- 
rope, anti-Semitism rose because 
the Jews had lost their function. 
In South Africa, anti-Semitism 
rose because the Jews had gained 
a function. See p. 205.) However 
the Jew distorts himself, there is 
only “universal hostility” (p. 
120). 


Miss Arendt’s tragic view of 
modern Jewish history goes be- 
yond Carl Schmitt’s freund-feind 
relation. Both are suspect, friends 
and enemies, philo-Semites and 
anti-Semites. Whether society was 
“strangely eager to associate with 
[Jews]” or hated them, “‘of course 

. . relations with Jews never came 
to be taken for granted.” Philo- 
Semitism “‘at best .. . remained 
a program, at worst a strange and 
exciting experience” (p. 65). And 
anti-Semitism? At worst it was 
a program and at best a strange 
and exciting experience. This 
“philo-Semitism” (pp. 86-87) can 
only appear as a quotation of anti- 
Semitism. “Philo - Semitism” al- 


ways ends by “adding to [political 


JEWIsH FRONTIER 


anti-Semitism] that mysterious fa- 
naticism without which anti-Semi- 
tism could hardly have become the 
best slogan for organizing the 
masses . . . [for] wholesale ex- 
termination” of the Jews (p. 87). 
Without “philo-Semitism,” “mere 
[?] political anti-Semitism .. . 
might have resulted in anti-Jewish 
legislation and even mass expulsion 
but hardly in wholesale extermina- 
tion.” Arendt thus assumes mod- 
ern anti-Semitism is not a trained 
and manipulated mass hatred, but 
crescive and spontaneous. This 
overburdens the psychological as- 
pects of anti-Semitism. It ascribes 
too much importance to attitudes 
alone. 


If Jews must suspect their 
friends even more than their ene- 
mies, they must withdraw. But 
to what? And where? Plainly 
Arendt bypasses the ghetto and its 
religion. Zionism is almost un- 
mentioned. After two thousand 
years, the re-establishment of Is- 
rael as a sovereign nation is not a 
sufficient hope. The clear direc- 
tion of her analysis is that the 
Jews, with the rest of humanity, 
must march resolutely backward 
to a reaffirmation of the 18th cen- 
tury humanist ethic of a “united 
humanity” and to the ethic of 
formal legal equality. The lesson 
of the Dreyfus affair ought to 
have been understood as: justice 
for’ all. 


But the ethic of a “united hu- 
manity,” and the legal tradition 
of the middle class revolutions, is 
precisely the great failure that is 
documented in this tragic book. 
The tradition is so acceptable be- 
cause it coincides with our every- 
day vocabulary. It is the phoney 
language of the United Nations: 
trite and untrue. To recommend 
as a “new guarantee of human 
dignity,” and as a “new law on 
earth” the tradition of the En- 
lightenment and of the French 
Revolution, to root the possibility 
of a renascence of what has proved 
to be an inadequate ethic and an 
empty legalism in vague “newly 
defined territorial entities,” is a 
measure of the abandonment of 
hope in this book. Finally, all we 
can do is “cry out to each one of . 
those who rightly is in despair” 
and listen to our own voices in- 
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struct us: “Do thyself no harm; 
for we are all here.” Miss Arendt 
ends by quoting St. Paul. But for 
St. Paul the instruction is penul- 
timate. The consolation is that ul- 
timately there will come salvation. 
For Arendt, the consolation is ul- 
timate. The failure of hope keeps 
her book short of greatness. (To 
assert that Miss Arendt needs no 
dalliance with hope because hers 
is a work of “pure scholarship” is 
to insult the grandeur of it.) 


The old prophets lamented the 
past, or glorified it, and under- 
stood the present as a punishment 
and revelation. But they held out 
hope to the suffering. And it is pre- 
cisely the prophetic power of Marx 
that he hitched hope to a specific 
class, only vaguely outlined at that 
time, and indeed thus helped to 
create the very class on which he 
hoped. Plato, like the prophets, 
beheld a saving remnant. Marx be- 
held a new class, Calvin a holy 
community. 


Where is Arendt’s saving rem- 
nant? There is none. There is no 
hope, and no prophecy. God -is 
dead, and his saving remnant, like 
Progress, exists nowhere. All that 
remains to Miss Arendt is a belief 


in the equalitarian legal formalism’ 


of the French Revolution and the 
18th century tradition, so horribly 
inoperable in modern society. The 
“nineteenth century’s greatest 
achievement, the complete im- 
partiality of the law” (p. 91) is, 
perhaps rightly, dead. With differ- 
ential education and status op- 
portunities for veterans (e.g., the 
G. I. bill), special laws to protect 
Jews and other minority groups 
against economic discrimiriation 
(e.g., the N. Y. state statute 
against job discrimination) , loyalty 
oaths for government employees, 
the “new concept of equality” 
that she calls the great challenge 
of the modern period (p. 54) has 
become a myth, now if not in De 
Tocqueville’s time. The great 
movement of modern government 
has been toward substantive legal 
preferences and definitions. Mod- 
ern Americans are more protected 
than ever by “differing circum- 
stances and conditions.” Legal 
formalism had created a civiliza- 
tion in which the rich and the 
poor alike were prohibited from 





sleeping under bridges. The reac- 
tion against this “equality before 
the law” was not only the arbi- 
trary radicalism of despots, but 
also the democratic demand for 
justice. There is lessening “‘equali- 
ty” and lessening “impartiality be- 
fore the law,” not greater. 

In yet another sense, equality is 
not the principle of modern so- 
ciety. Ascribed status is still more 
important than achieved status. 
“Aristocracy” still rules the world, 
even where the slogans are demo- 
cratic: indeed, especially where the 
slogans are democratic, as in the 
Soviet Union and the United 
States. In Arendt’s history, the 
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aristocracy that once “pervaded the 
whole social body . . . by imposing 
‘the key and the grammar’ of 
fashionable social life,” (p. 86) 
was never overthrown by the 
citoyen. But the ideal of democ- 
racy, launched to destroy aristo- 
cratic society, has degenerated one 
phase beyond Balzacian bourgeois 
egoism to the salon ideal of every 
man an aristocrat. Popular cul- 
ture has made salon life available 
as an aspiration to everyman. The 
wheel has come full circle, from 
the tragedy of the revolt against 
the aristocratic principle to the 
farce of its restoration. 
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Understanding Koheleth 


By W. F. ALBRIGHT 


KOHELETH—THE MAN AND 
HIS WORLD, by Robert Gor- 
dis. (Texts and Studies of the 
Jewish Theological Seminary of 
America, Vol. XIX). Published 
by the Jewish Theological Semi- 
nary of America, New York, 
1951, xi + 396 pp. 


T WAS KOHELETH HIMSELF who 

said (according to the usual in- 
terpretation, but in Professor Gor- 
dis’s rendering): “Of making 
many books there is no end, and 
much study. wears one’s strength 
away.” He would probably have 
been surprised beyond measure to 
see the vast literature stimulated 
by his informal observations on 
life. For nearly two thousand years 
both Jews and Christians have been 
alternately enchanted and dis- 
turbed by these observations of his 
—enchanted by the beauty of his 
language and the terseness of his 
apophthegms, and disturbed by his 
worldly and sometimes skeptical 
spirit. 

Gordis has been studying Ko- 
heleth for many years, and he has 
already published a number of 
books and papers on this Book. 
He dates the author reasonably be- 
tween 275 and 250 B.C.E. and 
thinks that the language in which 
his work has been transmitted to 
us is original and not a transla- 
tion. This position, which he holds 
against the theory of Zimmerman 
and H. L. Ginsberg that Koheleth 
is a translation from a lost Ara- 
maic original into Hebrew, ap- 
pears sound to the reviewer. Gor- 
dis nuances it by insisting on the 
fact that the author’s environ- 
ment was Aramaic and that he 
wrote in the language of his day. 
On the other hand Gordis opposes 
the view of C. H. Gordon that 
Koheleth lived in the north of 
Palestine, where he was influenced 
by Phoenician. 

In the reviewer’s opinion the 
position of Gordon is quite correct. 
* Mitchell Dahood has recently com- 
pleted a study of Koheleth in 
which he shows systematically that 
the latter lived in Phoenicia and 
that the original spelling of his 


Hebrew followed contemporary 
Phoenician practice. Besides, the 
Hebrew of the book swarms with 
grammatical forms, syntactic usa- 
ges, stylistic peculiarities, and 
words which can be paralleled in 
Canaanite and Phoenician inscrip- 
tions. We must remember that 
Canaanite is older Phoenician and 
that the Phoenicians called them- 
selves “‘Canaanites” in North 
Africa down to the fifth century 
C.E. Moreover, the language of 
North Israel was actually inter- 
mediate between the Hebrew of 
Jerusalem (standard Biblical He- 
brew) and the closely related 
Phoenician, as we know from He- 
brew inscriptions written in North 
Israel before the fall of Samaria. 
Dahood and the reviewer hold that 
Koheleth lived in Phoenicia after 
spending many years in an impor- 
tant position in Jerusalem (where 
he was MLK, “counselor,” not 
“king”), and that his wise ob- 
servations were taken down by his 
editor and published after his 
death. This view would account 
for the brilliance of the content 
and the surprisingly unfinished 
form of the book, for the last 
verses of the book, for the phoeni- 
cianizing Hebrew and, of course, 
for the strong Aramaic influence 
on the language, which would be 
expected anywhere in Hebrew cir- 
cles during the first half of the 
third century B.C.E. 

However, this divergence from 
Gordis does not appreciably affect 
our view as to the author’s mean- 
ing. Gordis has performed a valu- 
able service to students of the 
book by insisting on the principle 
of quoted aphorisms. All through 
the book there is a sprinkling of 
proverbs, sometimes quoted with 
approval and often quoted skep- 
tically. After his numerous ex- 
amples and his parallels from an- 
cient and modern literature one 
cannot doubt the correctness of 
his position, which has never been 
stated as intelligently. 

This reviewer feels that Gordis 
is substantially correct in describ- 
ing Koheleth’s religious and philo- 
sophical attitude. Koheleth was 
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certainly a skeptic with regard to 
the utility of both the puritanical 
and the activist approach to life, 
but he was no advocate of retire- 
ment from participation in affairs 
or of a passive submission. Instead 
he advocated living a full life, 
obeying the commands of God but 
not expecting anything at all—a 
kind of active resignation to the 
will of God. He had worked hard, 
accumulating wisdom and posses- 
sions, but at the end of his life 
little was left. He looked back 
on life, therefore, with some re- 
gret that he had not spent more 
time being happy with his lot in- 
stead of wasting the hours in the. 
pursuit of ambitious plans. Very 
possibly he had been exiled from 
Jerusalem at some turn of the 
wheel of political fortune. 
Koheleth was no prophet, filled 
with holy indignation, and no 
priest who saw the close relation 
between God and man unfolded 
in the ever-recurring acts of ritual. 
He was rather a disillusioned man 
of affairs, who lived in a turbulent 
and changing age, seeing the old 
moorings swept away on all sides. 
To him God was hidden and re- 
mote, the voice of prophets had 
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ceased, and all a pious man could 
do was to live quietly and enjoy the 
good life as fully as possible. His 
approach belongs to the age of 
incipient Hellenism, when Greek 
skeptical ideas and Greek teachings 
about the immutability of nature 
had reached Palestine and Phoe- 
nicia, bat before the teachings of 
the Hellenistic schools had brought 
philosophical method to the at- 
tention of the cultivated Oriental. 
Phoenicia had been saturated with 
Greek civilization for several gen- 
erations before Alexander, and the 
quasi-philosophical attitude of the 
typical Athenian business man was 
well known and had probably been 
quite generally adopted by the 
early third century B.C.E. 

One point about the Hebrew 
of Koheleth may well be raised. 
According to the view presented 
here, the language is full of Phoe- 
nician and Aramaic elements. This 
suggests that it is earlier than the 
revival of Classical Hebrew (albeit 
in a very stiff guise) which we can 
document in the book of Ben Sira 
and Jubilees (through its trans- 
lated form), as well as in the Dead 
Sea Scrolls. The latter texts be- 
long mainly to the second century 
B.C.E., though the copies which 
we have had since 1947 were pro- 
bably written in the following 
century. They are written in a 
Hebrew which has deliberately ex- 
cluded Aramaisms, though not al- 
ways successfully. This Hebrew 
has little to do with the Hebrew 
of the Mishnah in its grammatical 
form, though the vocabulary often 
reflects an earlier stage of Mish- 
naic Hebrew. It is no longer pos- 
sible to draw a straight line from 
Koheleth to the Mishnah. Instead 
we have a broken line, interrupted 
by a revival of Classical Hebrew 
under the high priests of the sec- 
ond century B.C.E. Whether the 
revival of Biblical Hebrew began 
then or goes back still earlier, it 
most certainly had not yet begun 
when Koheleth was. published in 
the early third century B.C.E. 

We owe Professor Gordis a debt 
of gratitude for bringing this 
perennially fascinating masterpiece 
of Hebrew literature to our atten- 
tion again—and especially for the 
elegance of typography and lan- 
guage with which he solicits our 
attention. 
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B & C SHOE CO 


Manchester, N. H. 
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Los Angeles, Calif. 


JOSEPH LIPSCHUTZ 


Chicago, Ill. 
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205 East Washington Street 
Ann Arbor, Mich. 





RITE-WAY, Inc. 


5717 Boulevard East 
West New York, N. J. 





THE KRAMER FUR 


THE SEEMON CO. 


Bridgeport, Conn. 


J. S. EVANS, JR. 


Bronx, N. Y. 








MORRILL & EVERETT 


IDEAL PURVEYORS, Inc. 


665 Brook Avenue 
Bronx, N. Y. 


RALPH’S RESTAURANT 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
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Cincinnati, Ohio 
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AUTO SALES, Inc. 
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JOHN BERO OIL CO. 
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Greetings from .. . 


OUT OF TOWN DEPARTMENT 
IL. GW. U. 


ISRAEL HOROWITZ, Manager 
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ARBEF CORSET SHOP 
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McKEE DISTRIBUTING CO., Inc. 
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SEARS ROEBUCK AND CO. NEUHAUSER HATCHERIES, Inc. 
813 Broadway Gary, Ind. ? 
SERVICE MUTUAL INSURANCE LANE BRYANT 
COMPANY OF TEXAS 
Detroit, Mich. 
WHITE ICE CREAM AND ENGINEERING SERVICE CORP. 
MILK COMPANY 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
Wilmington North Carolina 
JAMES J. WEILER & SONS, Inc. M. & R. TRANSPORTATION CO., Inc. 
THE KNITTING SHOP SUNICAL LAND 
& LIVESTOCK DEPARTMENT 
HEARST MAGAZINES, Inc. 
918 Linden Avenue Hubbard Woods, Ill. 
MORRISON HOTEL HARTLEY'S, Inc. 
Chicago, Ill. 144 E. Flagler Street Miami, Florida 





FOX THEATRES 


Milwaukee, Wis. 





HENRY V. HERRICK 





CROWN WOOLEN MILLS 


Marcallus, N. Y. 





LOWELL GAS COMPANY 





81-95 East Merrimack Street Lowell, Mass. 





INDIANAPOLIS RAILWAYS, Inc. 


Indianapolis, Ind. 





ANTHONY J. KLUG 
JOHN HANCOCK LIFE INSURANCE CO. 


Rochester, N. Y. 





THE JAMES BLOCK DAY GOODS CO. 


201-209 East Fourth Street 








PRECISION TOOL & DIE CO. 














JEWIsH FRONTIER 


‘srael Bond Purchases 
Must Go On! 


ISRAEL NEEDS YOUR HELP AND COOPERATION! 


$7,250,000 For ISRAEL BONDS purchased by the three National Organizations 
of the Labor Zionist Movement in United States. 


$6,200,000 Paid on account of the bond commitments for the past eight months. 


26,000 Bonds Purchased 


Our task for January, February, March and April, 1952, is to 
SELL BONDS FOR AN ADDITIONAL $4,000,000! 





THIS IS A CHALLENGE 


TO POALE ZION, FARBAND, PIONEER WOMEN AND 
HISTADRUTH LANDSMANSHAFTEN 


e Our full quota is 20 MILLION DOLLARS AND 100,000 BOND 
HOLDERS! 


We need 2,500 MINUTE MEN fo assure the success of our 
bond drive. We call for volunteers! 


Israel relies on the bond monies to strengthen and expand 
its economy.. 





Write to your organization or to the Coordinating Committee! 


NATIONAL LABOR ZIONIST COMMITTEE | 
FOR ISRAEL BONDS 


45 East 17th Street New York 3, N. Y. 











